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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE RETIREMENT of Mr. voeiee Carn ater Bo. cursing Leng 
Vacation has been announced this week, and it is probable that 


before long we shall see considerable ——— ame 


ng the occu- 
pants of seats on the bench of the Queen 


Division. 





Ir 1s saTIsFACTORY to observe that the Victoria Pension Fand 
bee Glo work Sons Soe ee ee 


always know how to shew the way to other 
generosity and other matters, and we 
organized local contributions will be follow 
The fund is now close on £6,000. 


the 
in other 





Tue RECENT election of members of the Bar Council is remark- 
able for the almost complete rout of the members of the 
Chancery Bar who presented themselves as candidates. Out of 
over a dozen, only two Queen’s Counsel and one junior have been 
elected. The result will be that on questions affecting 
ancing and real property law the council (if it is wise is wi) wil Be 
dumb, and this is specially unfortunate now that 
Transfer Bill is likely to be t into operation. 





‘WE uNnDERSTAND that, in addition to the 180 seats i 
the Bar to witness the Jubilee i —2— 
has allocatod 180 seats to the 
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one guinea each, the general money-grabbing rage having 
apparently infected even the official personages who are respon- 
sible for these arrangements. We imagine that many mem 

of the Bar will prefer to select their positions elsewhere among 
the many guinea seats which are, or will be, obtainable in 
better positions. 





THE supcEs on Thursday delivered their opinion to the House 
of Lords in the case of Allen v. Flood, and the decision of the 
important question of law involved now rests with the law lords. 
They will have the advantage of a considerable preponderance 
of opinion on one side, but the opinions of the two dissentient 
judges (Maruew and Wraicxt, JJ.) will be entitled to great 
consideration. Shortly put, the question is whether an official 
ofa trade union is liable to an action if he procures the discharge 
of workmen obnoxious to his union by threats addressed to the 
employer to bring the union men out on strike. Where the 
men who are discharged are under contract with the employer 
not determinable at will, the procuring the breach of contract 
brings thé case wi e lished doctrine of Lumley v. Gye 
(2 E. & B. 216), but in the present case the contract Was deter- 
minable at will, and the dismissal of the plaintiffs (the respon- 
dents in the House of Lords) at the instigation of the defendant 
Attzn involved no breach of contract. If, therefore, the 
— had a good cause of action it had to be based upon a 

roader principle than has hitherto been expressly accepted in 
English law. It would be — at present to discuss the 
opinions which have been delivered, but it may be noticed that 

o plaintiffs’ right of action was affirmed by Hawxrns, Cave, 
Norra, Wiis, Grantuam,. and Lawrance, JJ.—Mr. Justice 
GrantHam relieving the proceedings by a decidedly oratorical 
os negatived by the two judges whom we have already 
mentioned. 





A GREAT DEAL more apparently still remains to be said on the 
law as laid down in Hawke v. Dunn. There being no appeal 
from that decision, an effort is being made to raise the same 
points in such a form as will permit the taking of the opinion 
of the House of Lords upon the whole question. The first step 
towards this result was taken this week, when the friendly 
action of Powell v. The Kempton Park Racecourse Co. came before 
the Lord Chief Justice. In this action the plaintiff, a share- 
holder in the defendant company, sued for an injunction to 
restrain the defendant company from opening or keeping open 
the enclosure known as “‘ Tattersall’s Bing ” for the purpose of 
persons using it for betting with other persons resorting 
thereto, and from permitting the enclosure to be so used by 
such persons. It was admitted by the defendants that when 
they opened the enclosure they knew that some of the persons 
who would use it would be professional betting men. Hence, 


if Hawke v. Dunn is right, the defendants were allowing their | PS! 


property to be used in such a way as to amount to a common 
nuisance. They might be indicted for this nuisance, and, 


~ under section 11 of the Betting Houses Act, 1853, every person 
S& using the “ place,” either for betting or merely for sight-seeing, 


might be arrested, searched, and carried before a magistrate. 
The Lord Chief Justice, considering himself bound by the 
decision of the Divisional Court, granted the injunction asked 
for, but ordered a stay of proceedings pending appeal, and the 
Court of Appeal have consented to expedite the Suadide of the 
and to hear it before the full court. It is certainly most 
desirable that there should be no doubt as to what the law is. 
If the — le of Hawke v. Dunn is upheld by the House of 
Lords, the calling of a bookmaker, as at present exercised, will 
practically impossible. The law having been once 

finally declared, will have to be enforced ; the bookmaker will be 
ruined, and the Anti-Gambling e will have won all along 
the line. It isa serious thing to suddenly take away their means 
of livelihood from men who have openly practised a calling for 
so many years without interference that they might reasonably 
have assumed that they were ing no law. Things 
have in fact got to such a that the time seems to have 
come when Parliament should take the whole matter in hand, 


j cerned, by the 


—— the law on the subject in an intelligible and consolidated 





Tue pxciston of the Court of. Appeal in Badische Anilin und 
Soda Fabrik v. Johnson & Co. (reported in last week’s WEEKty 
Reporrer, p. 481) is of great importance to owners of British 
patents. The plaintifis were a German company carrying on 
the business of chemical manufacturers, and were the owners of 
a valuable British patent for dyes. Such patents, it appears, 
are constantly i means of s manufactured in 
countries like Switzerland and Holland, which have no patent 
law. The mode of procédure adopted by thé defendants, the 
alleged infrin was simple, but, as the majority of the 
Court of Appeal have held, effective; and it is said to be a 
fair specimen of what is very frequently done in similar 
cases. The defendants, Jonnson & Oo. are drysalters in 
London; the defendant BuypscuepLer manufactures at Basle 
dyes which are covered, so far as the United Kingdom is con- 
laintiffs’ patent. Jonnsons wrote to Bryp- 
SCHEDLER asking him to “ send by —* ” five pownts of the dye 
in question. Buvpscuepisr, in effect, sent the goods by post 
accordingly ; for though in fact he sent them to (forwarding 
agents ”’ at Basle, to be at Jounsons’ disposal, and with instruc- 
tions which led the forwarding agents to send them on to 
Jounsons without waiting to hear from him, the Court of Appeal 
was unanimous in holding that this ingenious machinery made 
no difference in the result. When the plaintiffs brought their 
action for an injunction and damages against both Jounson & 
Oo., the purchasers, and BrypscHEDiER, the manufacturer and 
seller of the infringing the former at once submitted to 
an injunction, but the latter, who had been served out of the 
i isdiction under ord. 11. r. 1 (5), contended that the acts done 

y him were none of them done in England, and could not 
amount to an infringement of an English t. Norrn, J., 
granted the injunction asked for — INDSCHEDLER, who 
appealed. Livotzyvand A. L.Surru, L.JJ., adoptedthe appellant's 
contentions, and allowed the appeal. The respondents’ counsel, 
and Riasy, L.J., in his vigorous dissenting judgment, strongly 
relied upon Coombes’ case (1 Lea Or. Ca. 388), which decided that 
a man who fired a shot from a point within the body of an English 
county and killed a man in a ship on the high seas had com- 
mitted murder within the jurisdiction of the Admiralty. That 
case was, however, distingui by the majority, on the 
grounds, first, that, whereas the murderous intention accom- 
panied the act, so that both operated together where the shot 
took effect (as to which see Reg. v. Keyn, 2 Ex. D. 63), in regard 
to infringement of a patent, intention was immaterial; and, 
secondly, that BrypscHepier’s act was lawful in Switzerland, 
where it was done. This last argument might perhaps be 
objected to as a petitio principit, for the whole question in the 
case really is, Where was the act done? It is said that the 
decision of the Court of Appeal will make it practically im- 
ible to protect patented articles against manufacturers (¢.g.) 
in Switzerland : the attempt to prevent infringement by keeping 
@ watch upon the numerous retail purchasers in England being 
too much like what CarLyLz “ stationing police-oflicers at 
every hen-roost” to prevent the fox stealing your hens. We 
a “ae that it is intended to carry the case to the House of 

8. 





THE case of Re Ginger (ante p. 531) decides a point on the 
Bills of Sale Act, “TSS D which there appears 
hitherto no English authority. Under the Bills of Sale Act, 
1854, registration of a bill of sale did ngt take goods out of the] 
operation of the reputed ownership clause of the Bankruptcy 
Acts : “soa 9d pAb me 27 L. J. Oh. 266). Mp = 
possession of the C) tor was terminable at 
tion of the grantee, — er he was, under the terms of 
e bill of sale, — to zo —— 
payment at a specified date, the grantee was deemed to consen 
the possession of the grantor, and he ran the risk of losing | 
e o gran’ 


to 
th in the event of tor’s bankru: : Spackman ¥. 
Miter (12 0. B.N. 8, 659),” This state of afta 


was altered 


by section 20 of the Act of 1878, which expressly enacted that | 


chattels com in a bill ofsale duly registered under that — 





overhaul all the various statutes dealing with gambling, and lay 


Act should not be deemed to be in the order or disposition of © 





to have been — 


ion until default of ~ 
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the tor within the meaning of the Bankru Act, 1869; 
but Talo quevidien has been repealed by sostion leat the Act of 
1882—at any rate with re to bills of sale given by way of 
security—and the question arises how far this re restores 
the former law. So far as the terms of a bill of sale depend on 
contract between the parties, the old decisions are directly 
applicable. The terms are at the option of the grantee, — if 
they are so arranged that possession of thé goods is with the 
tor, this is a result which follows with the consent of the 
nes. u e térms direc éen the 
ates there is of necessity added the proviso at the end of the 
schedule form, that the chattels are not to be liable to seizure 
by the grantee, except for one of the causes specified in section 
7 of the Act of 1882—that is, default in payment, bank- 
ruptey, &c. It has been suggested that this statutory restric- 
tion upon the right of the grantee to take possession differ- 
entiates cases under the Act of 1882 from those under the 
old law, and that the possession retained by the grantor 
under the protection of the statute cannot be said to be “‘ by 
the consent and permission of the true owner” within the 
meaning of section 44 (iii.) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. This 
view was adopted by Mizer, J., in the Court of Bankruptcy in 
Ireland in Re Stanley (17 L. R. Ir. 487), but it is open to the 
—— that the grantee, by adopting the statutory form, 
| vo untarily adopts at the same time the conditions which it 
—— and hence these are really on the same footing as the 
| terms introduced by mutual arrangement to which the former law 
}applied. In Re Ginger effect was given to this objection by 
Judge Marren (ante, p. 13), and his decision has been affirmed 
by the Divisional Court (Vavenan Witu1ams and Wricnt, JJ.). 
With respect, therefore, to goods which are in the possession of 
the grantor in his trade or business, the grantee cannot rely for 
protection upon the registration of the bill of sale, and they 
will pass to the trustee in bankruptcy unless the grantee takes 
special means to rebut the presumption that the grantor is the 
owner. In general this is not possible, and unless there is a 
special trade custom negativing the reputation of ownership— 
which can only be of use if by an exception the chattels belong 
to the grantor in the particular case—a bill of sale of trade 
goods cannot be safely taken. 


A Britt to amend the law of copyright has been introduced in 
the House of Lords by Lord Monxswett. The subject is one 
that deserves to be treated in a comprehensive manner, and 
consolidation and amendment ought to go together. It appears, 
however, that any such treatment is, for the present, out of the 
question, in consequence of the unfinished state of the negotia- 
tions with respect to copyright that have been going on between 
this country and the Colonies and foreign countries. It is un- 
fortunate that international difficulties should prevent authors 
and publishers from having the law placed upon a satisfactory 
footing, but Lord Dup.ixy, speaking upon the second reading on 
be of the Board of Trade, went too far in making these 
difficulties a bar to the progress of the Bill. He was content 
for it to be read a second time, but only upon condition that 
it was not further proceeded with during the present session, 
not even by way of reference to a Select Committee. In 
this obstructive view the Lord Chancellor did not support him, 
and in the result the Bill was read a second time and re- 
ferred to a Select Committee, which has since been appointed. 
The points with which the Bill deals deserve consideration in 
themselves, quite apart from any comprehensive reconstruction 
of the law of copyright. In the fitst place it is proposed to 
repeal section 18 of the Copyright Act, 1842, under which the 
copyright in magazine articles is in general vested in the pro- 
prietor of the magazine, subject to reverting to the author at 
the end of twenty-eight years. For practical purposes the 
reversion at the end of this period is of no great service 
to the author, and it is proposed instead that, in the 
absence of any agreement to the contrary, the copyright 
shall be the property of the author. But where the author 
is paid for the article by the proprietor the latter shall, 
during the subsistence of the copyright, have the sole 
right of publishing the article in the magazine, and the 
author will not for three years be at liberty to publish it else- 


where. These provisions, which are contained in clause 2, make 
the respective rights of author and magazine proprietor clearer 
than under the present law, and reduce the reversionary period 
to Sang —— be my so i sane Bag 2 gpa ie The pony 
applies to periodical wor: y, but a special exception 
a in the case of —— Here the copyright of the 
articles will, in the absence of agreement to the contrary, belong 
to the owner of the encyclopedia. Other proposed on 
refer to copyright in lectures, to abridgments, and to 
dramatization of novels. Lectures are at present protected by 
the Lecture Copyright Act, 1835, but to e the Act available 
it is nm for notice in writing of the lecture to be given to 
two justices. The Bill to repeal this Act, and clause 7 
confers upon the author ofa the same copyright, subject to 
certain modifications, as if it were a book. The term “lecture” 
is also defined toincludea sermon. The prefatory memorandum 
points out that it is now easy, without any infringement of copy- 
right, in a few weeks, by skilful abridgment, to sppropelats C) 
fruits of the labour of many years, and to compete with the original 
work. This it is proposed to prevent by the simple enactment 
that copyright shall carry with it the right to abridge (clause 8). 
Moreover, where an author has sold the copyright, he is to be 
entitled to safeguard his reputation by requiring that an abridg- 
ment not made by himself state this fact on the title-page. 
The — dramatization of novels is prevented by clause 11, 
which provides that it shall be an infringement of copyright to 
take or colourably imitate the title of a novel, or take from it 
any material or substantial part of the dialogue, plot, or inci- 
dents, and convert it into or adapt it for a dramatic work. 
These are matters which deserve to engage the attention of the 
Select Committee, and they will form a useful prelude to a more 
comprehensive dealing with the law of i 





A purase which is becoming current in the daily papers 
strikes us as both absurd and objectionable. We read nowa- 
days in the police intelli that —— charged with an 
offence is ‘‘ a solicitor off the rolls.” The reporters are appar- 
ently under the impression that a solicitor who has been struck 
off the rolls continues a solicitor and is only debarred from 
practice. It would be just as reasonable to describe an ex- 
Judge as ‘“‘a judge not holding that office.” We hope that 
some protest will be made in the shape of a letter to the 
which next adopts this mode of description. Unfortunately 
the names of b sheep among solicitors who are not yet 
“ off the rolls“ too often appear in the papers ; but it is unjust 
that charges against men a have to be solicitors should 
be placed to the discredit of the profession. 








INJURY THROUGH NERVOUS SHOCK. 


Tue vxEctsion of the Privy Council in Victorian Railways 
Commissioners v. Coultas (13 App. Oas. 222), that damages 
cannot be recovered in respect of physical injury consequent 
on nervous shock, has always been regarded as so doubtful 
that it is not surprising that in Wilkinson v. Downton (ante, p. 
493) Wricut, J., followin Irish court in Bell v. 


Northern Ravlway Ca. (1. KR. Ir. 26 C, L. q accept 
i a g authority. In the first-named case the gate- 
keeper at a crossing over a railway had negligently opened a 
te so that the respondents, Coutras and his wife, who were 
* in a buggy, might cross. While they were on the line 
a train was seen approaching. Courras managed to get the 
buggy across the line, the train passing close at the back of it 
without touching it, but his wife received a severe nervous 
shock which produced a miscarriage, and subsequent ill-health. 
The Supreme Court of Victoria held that an action was maia- 
tainable by Counras and his wife for the injuries caused, but 
this decision was reversed by the Privy Council. With res 
to the general rule as to there was no doubt. 
damage must be the natural and reasonable result of the negli- 
gence or injury complained of: Lynch v. Knight (9 H. L. O. 
577), The Notting Hill (9 P. D. 1 But the Privy Council 
(Lord Firzczratp, Lord Hosnovsz, Sir Barnzs 








Sir Riczarp Cover) declined to admit that the ulterior conse- 
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| scape nervous shock could be within this rule. ‘“‘ Damages,” 
it was said, ‘‘ arising from mere sudden terror unaccompanied 

by any actual physical injury, but occasioning a nervous or 
mental shock, cannot under such circumstances be considered a 


























consequence which, in the ordinary course of things, would 
flow from the negligence of the gate-keeper. If it were held 
that they can, it would be extending the liability for negligence 
much beyond what that liability has hitherto been held to be. 
Not * in such a case as the present, but in every case where 
an accident caused by negligence had given a person a serious 
nervous shock, there might be a claim for damages on account 
of mental injury. The difficulty which now often exists in case 
of alleged physical injuries of determining whether they were 
caused by the negligent act would be greatly increased, and a 
wide field opened for imaginary claims.” 

Mr. Beven, in the searching criticism to which he subjects 
the above passage (Negligence, 2nd. ed., p. 76), calls attention 
to nervous” and ‘‘mental”” shock as 




















; ds, it has a direct effect on 
nervous system—a part of the physical organization—and the 
further physical injuries which ensue are the natural result of 
the neg ce or other cause producing the terror. Ordinarily, 


m 
tp therefore, they ought to be the subject of damages. The judg- 


4 
ment of the Privy Council seems to assume that since there 
was no physical injury at the time of the fright, any subse- 
quent physical injury might be put out of the question; and 
—* the confusion between nervous shock and mental shock leads to 


ion that to allow the claim in the case under discus- 
sion would lead to the multiplication of claims for mere intang- 


ible mental injury. But where the claim is not made in respect 
of mental injury, buf in respect of definite physical injury 
|= ag upon Tervous shock néere 18 no specia dange n 

dmittunp tie Claim tO proof, and it may be as easy to connec 


ie subsequent pirysicar injury with tho nopigence a5 in cases 
fhe injury results from direct physical impact. 
his view was strongly held by the Irish court in Bell v. 
Great Northern Railway Co. (supra). That also was a case in 
which the plaintiff complained of physical injuries supervening 
wu nervous shock caused by the negligence of a railway 
— and in spite of the decision of the Privy Council, the 
plaintiff was allowed to recover damages. If, it was said, the 
negligence was in fact the cause of the physical injury, and 
if the physical injury was the natural and reasonable conse- 
quence of the negligence, then the chain of reasoning waa 
complete, and the ap who were responsible for the negli- 
gence were liable in da 


Patzzs, 0.B.: ‘‘As the relation between fright and injury to 
the nerve and brain structures of the body is 4 matter hich 


distress, which is not a matter foF damages (Lynch v. Anight, 
epee), RT FO TEA W PRYHAT health results, the injury 
may be too remote to support a claim for damages. But the 
* invariably to produce 


ny 
mages. The matter was thus put by | ® 

























depends entirely upon scientific and medical testimony, it is 
impossible for any court to lay down as matter of law that if 
negiivence BUS68 IFign and such r gu nh ite uri AILects 
uch structtirés as to cause injury tO Meal n, SUCH iNnyiry cannot 
be a consequents which in the ordinary course 6 hings would 
flow from the negligence, unless such injury ‘accompany such 
negligence if Poin ime ; TO 2 10n 


, one ne connection 

theinjury as cause and effect. 
by the evidence, and if, moreover, the physical injury is the 
natural and reasonable effect of the noegligenco, then all the 
elements are present to support a claim for damages. 

The recent case of Wilkinson v. Downton depended upon a 
similar principle, though in its circumstances it was very 
different. The defendant, in execution of what he seems to 
have intended as a practical joke, informed the plaintiff that he 
was charged by her husband with a message to her to the effect 
that he had met with an accident and was lying at a public- 
house at Leytonstone with both his legs broken, and that she 
was to go at once in a cab and fetch him home. All this was 
false, but the effect on the plaintiff, as stated in the judgment 
of Vxiour, J., was a violent shock to her nervous system, pro- 

| ducing temporary illness as well as serious and permanent phy- 












sical consequences, at one time threatening her reason, and 
entailing upon her weeks of suffering and incapacity. 
consequences, he added, were not in any way the result of 
previous ill-health or weakness of constitution; nor was there 
any evidence of predisposition to nervous shock or of any other 
idiosyncrasy. Moreover he held that the defendant, though he 
may not have foreseen the whole of the ill effects which his 
conduct would produce, must be taken to have known, and 
therefore to have intended, that some hurtful consequences 
would result. “It was difficult to imagine,” said Vicur, J., 
“that such a statement made suddenly, and with apparent 
seriousness, could fail to product grave effects, under the cir- 
cumstances, upon any but an exceptionally indifferent person, 
and therefore an intention to produce such an effect must be 
imputed, and it was no answer in law to say that more harm was 
done than was anticipated, for that was commonly the case with 
all wrongs.” 

There being thus an interference with the plaintiff's right to 
personal safety, committed by the defendant wilfully and with- 
out justification, it followed that the plaintiff was entitled to 
recover compensation, unless she was barred by the doctrine 
that damages for physical injury caused, not by immediate 
bodily harm, but indirectly through the medium of nervous shock, 
are too remote. Upon a strict application of the principle of 
Victorian Railways Commissioners v. Coultas it is clear that she 
must have failed. There was no actual physical injury done by 
the defendant, but his false statement produced a nervous 
in exactly the same way as the negligence of the gate-keeper 
caused a nervous shock in the Australian case, and if the con- 
sequent physical injury was too remote to be the subject of 
damages in the latter case, it was equally too remote in 


Wilkinson v. Downton. Wricut, J., suggested a difference on | 
the ground that in the Australian case there was not the element 


of wilful wrong, and also that in the present case the illness 


was more clearly the direct and natural cause of the defendant's | 
But neither of these points really touches the prin- 


conduct. 
ciple in question. The defendant’s wilful wrong in the present 
case furnishes the cause of action in the same way as *2 
in the former case, and the closeness of the connection between 
cause and result is a matter of evidence, not of principle. The 
Privy Council reversed the decision of the Victorian court, not on 
the ground that the connection between the physical injury and 
thenervousshock was not proved, but because, even though proved, 
the physical injury was too remote. In declining, therefore, to 
accept the decision of the Privy Council as decisive of Wilkinson v. 
Downton Wricut, J., in substance treated it as erroneous, and 


“riot improbably this view will be adopted by the courts of this 


country, as it has been already adopted in Ireland. The 
question was mooted a year ago in the Court of Appeal in 


5 v. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Co. (44 W. R. 
; 18 


" op . ¥ , DU ere was then no necessity to 
pronounce an opinion on it. It is difficult, however, to resist 
the conclusion that; as pointed out in the passage from the 
judgment of Pattzs, C.B., quoted above, the question is one 
upon which the court cannot lay down any general rule, but 
which must be decided upon the evidence in each particular 
case. In all cases the injury for which damages are claimed 
must be shewn to be the natural and reasonable result of the 
conduct complained of, but, if this principle is satisfied, it is 
immaterial whether the injury is the direct consequence of such 
—— or is only produced indirectly by shock to the nerves or 
o mind. 





The Hon. Samuel James Way, Chief Justice of South Australia, was 


present at the Old Bailey on Monday last with Mr. Justice Grantham. 


It is announced that the Lord Chancellor has allotted about 180 seats ab — 


the Royal Courts of Justice to members of the Bar to view her Majesty's 
Jubilee procession on the 22nd of June, and the General Council of the 
Bar has been requested and has undertaken to distribute them. The 


seats will be allotted by ballot, and will be confined to barristers with — 
t year. The tickets will be © 


addresses in the ‘* Law List ’’ for the 
one guinea each and will be single not transferable nor available for 
ladies. Application must be made in writing so as to reach the secretary 


of the General Council of the Bar at 2, Hare-court, Temple, on or before © 
Wednesday, the 2nd of June. A list of the successful applicants will be — 


posted at the offices of the Council on Friday, the 4th of June. The 
tickets will be obtainable from the secretary 
of the council on and after Tuesday, the 15th of June. 




















on application at the offices — 





¢o bre 


823. 
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THE JUDICIAL “OLD BLUES.” 


Ir is an interesting coincidence that one division of the Court of 
Appeal, as at present composed, is made up entirely of old University 
oarsmen, and it wasa happy thought of the other old Blues to 
celebrate the event by entertaining at dinner the three judges, together 
with Lord MAcNAGHTEN, who also represented his University on the 
river. The dinner came off last Monday evening, when over 130 old 
Blues attended to do honour to the four distinguished guests. 

The Master of the Rolls rowed in the winning Cambridge crew in 
1839, in the very early days of the race, when it was not yet an 
annual event, and was rowed from Westminster to Patney. Before 
this, however, in 1837, he rowed for his University in a famous match 
against the LeanderClub. This club was then considered to include all 
the talent and to be quite invincible by amateurs; but Cambridge won, 
and upset the calculations of many who laid heavy odds against them. 
Lord Justice Cuirry rowed three times for Oxford in the regular 
match between the two Universities, twice in 1849 and once in 1852. 
He was in the losing crew the first time he rowed, but won each of 
his other races. He also stroked the Oxford boat against Cambridge 
when Oxford won the Grand Challenge Cup at Henley Regatta in 
1851, the race being really a match between the two Universities, 
In the 1852 race, when he was stroking the Oxford boat to victory, 
Lord MACNAGHTEN was pulling the bow oar in the Cambridge boat, 
and doing all a good man could do to avert defeat. Lord Mac- 
NAGHTEN also distinguished himself by winning the Diamond Sculls 
at Henley in the same year. Lord Justice SmirTu also rowed in three 
University Boat Races, in 1857, 1858, and 1859, being in a winning 
boat only in the middle year of the three. He had a very strange 
experience, for in 1859 the race was rowed in a furious gale, and the 
Cambridge boat was swamped and sank, all the men were left 
struggling in the water, and the future Lord Justice of Appeal was 
very near being drowned, being, it is said, unable to swim. 

The Provost of Eton took the chair at the dinner, and | ge ogee the 
toast of the evening. He took it for granted (as did the whole 
company) that the four learned guests must each have attained his 

sent eminence as a result of having rowed in the University boat, 
but he seemed rather at a loss to explain exactly in what way the 
cause brought about the result. He suggested, however, that the 
relaxation of rowing had given their minds such complete rest as 
they ‘‘ rowed along thinking of nothing at all,” that their mental 

wers had grown prodigiously in late life through not being stunted 
. early over-pressure. The toast was drunk with the utmost 
heartiness, with musical honours, and with rounds of cheering. 

The speeches in acknowledgment of the toasts were very amusing. 
The first to respond was the Master of the Rolls, a judge of 
twenty-nine years’ standing and a man eighty years of age, but tall, 
straight, powerful, and “fit” to a de; to which few men of his 
years ever attain. He set the ball rolling by ingeniously compari 
the court over which he presides with such ability, to a boat; an 
he let his audience into the secret that sometimes he tries to row 
too fast for the rest of the crew, whereupon SMITH and CHITTY, 
L.JJ., who are singularly loyal in supporting one another, immedi- 
ately back-water vigorously. Sometimes, on the other hand, he 
thinks a slow stroke advisable, when with one accord the other two 
pull as hard and as fast as they can. They always, however, finish 
the course all pulling together and in “ good time.” Thereupon 
Lord MAcNAGHTEN—who, though not a member of the Court of 
Appeal, expressed himself pleased to be ‘‘ within the equity of the 
invitation ’—twitted the Court of Appeal crew with occasionally 
“catching a crab” and being upset. At the same time he loudly 
boasted that the boat in which he rowed [the House of Lords] could 
never be upset, whatever accident or bad weather it might encounter. 

Lord Justice Cu1TTy thought his boat pulled together remarkably’ 


well, He said it was a randan, with Lord EsHer in the middle 
ing a pair of sculls, and, at the same time (strange to say), settin, 
the stroke. He denied that he or his e “A. L.” ever back 


water when their stroke (who he considered much the youngest man 
in the boat) set his heart upon going fast. On the contrary, the 
stroke was most excellent and regular, and the other two members 
of the crew did their best to follow it, and, on the whole, the 
succeeded in keeping first-rate time. He scorned to notice his ol 
rival’s unkind sneer as to the catching of crabs. Lord Justice SmirH 
thought that success in rowing was a far better passport to a 
us legal career than success in triposes or schools. He said 
felt sure his much- ted stroke would never have occupied 
the thwart he now adorned if he had not rowed, nor would he ever 
have attained any eminence, nor ever have been asked to that dinner. 
Referring to the fact that Lord Justice Currry had during many years 
acted as umpire in the Boat Race, he congratulated him that there 
had never been a collision, and that, as aquatic judge, he had never 
i @ judgment at all. 
No doubt many present thought with of another judge and 
old Blue who not long since passed away. Honourable GEORGE 


members of the legal profession, was a first-rate oar in. his time, and 
rowed for Cambridge in 1841 and 1842. His brother, the Honour- 
able LEwIs DENMAN, who was at the dinner, rowed with him each 
year. Amongst those present were several other well-known mem- 
bers of the legal profession, including Judges SmyLy, STEAVENSON, 
and Woop, and Mr. De Rurzen the police magistrate. : 

In the course of the evening the Henley Grand Challenge Cup was 
brought in amid cheers, It bears the name of “ W. B. Bretrr” 
amongst a host of others, and is now held by the Leander Club, which 
is entirely composed of University men. Of the four judges, ‘‘Joz 
Cutty” (as be will always be called by old Blues and by man 
besides) was undoubtedly the most distinguished in athletics in his 
young days. He attained the rare honour of playing cricket for 
Oxford against Cambridge on two occasions as well as rowing three 
times. He was a capital wicket-keeper, and kept wicket both for the 
Eton Eleven and the Oxford Eleven. He crowned his triumphs by 
winning the Vinerian Law Scholarship, a first class in the final 
Classical School, and a fellowship at Exeter College. In fact, a 
better all-round man is not to found in the Kingdom. Lord 
MACNAGHTEN was a very high first-class Classic, a Senior Optime, 
Chancellor’s Medallist, and a fellow of Trinity ; so that he runs 
Cutty, L.J., pretty close as an all-round man. 

The dinner was an immense success, and will long be remembered 
with peculiar pleasure by all who were present. 








REVIEWS. 
THE LAW OF PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF GUARANTEES AND OF PRINCIPAL AND 
Surety. By Henry ANSELM DE CoLyar, Barrister-at-Law' 
TurirD EpitTion. Butterworth & Co. 


The law of principal and is perhaps only a small branch of 
the law, but it is important and highly t — the writer who 






would adequately it must be gifted, not only with sound’ 
knowledge of his but with clearness of expression and a keen 
insight into the of judicial decision. These qualities Mr. de 


Colyar brought to the preparation of the first edition of his book, and 
they have secured for the work the position of a standard authority. 
The last edition was published in 1885, and since then there has been 
a sufficient collection of new matter to make a fresh edition very 
welcome. In form and ment no alteration appears to have 
been made, though the table of contents has been amplified, and it 
now furnishes a more minute guide to the topics dealt with in the 
Some slight been rendered necessary by new 
statutes, though the present subject, as Mr. de Colyar observes in the 
preface, has been, ps, less affected by modern legislation than 
any other branch of our ack ape chief task of the editor 
has been to incorporate the t of recent decisions, and this he has 
carefully done. Among the most — of the additions we may 
notice the case of Wi shausen v. Gullick (1893, 2 Ch. 514) upon the 
right of contributiot am ies. PTE was there established that 
the right to contribution is available for a surety before he has made 


any payment, and so soon as judgment has been obtained —- 
him he can maintain ap action @ co-surety to compel to 
contribute towards the common liability ; further, that the Statute of 


Limitations does not begin to run against the right to contribution 
till either the surety has paid more rere ry ed rat vam Bet 
so ane en eer pean result being ator pe of con — 
may be kept alive agai e > statute may have 
run in his atreaip pom op wi Get adel tee creditor. 
only a specimen of the intricacies which result from the introduction 
of sureties into the relation of creditor and debtor, 
the 


B 


the principal debtor, a doctrine which 
surprise upon the creditor if the 

a formal contract. In such a contract 
excluded, There are, moreover, various qualifications which may 
save the creditor in spite of himself, and the statement of these (pp. 
422 to 437) serves as an excellent specimen of Mr. de Col; 
of handling his subject. In this new edition 
maintain its reputation. 





CONTRACTS, 


A TREATISE ON THE Mopgrn Law or ConTRACTS, INCLUDING A 
FULL CONSIDERATION OF THE AND UNDERTAKINGS OF 


By Cxartzs Fisk Bxacu, jun. In Two Volumes. W. Clowes & 
Sons (Limited 





, who will long be remembered with affection by many, 


This colossal work on the Law of Contracts forms a perfect mine 
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of information, more or less useful and important to the jurist and 
public at large. The merits, however, of treatment and arrange- 
ment, though undoubted and conspicuous, are more likely to be 
appreciated by American lawyers than by members of the profession 
in this country. Moreover, though the author claims to have given 
full consideration to all the recent decisions in Englund as well as to 
those in America, we do not think that he has done so. Thus, for 
example, we find no mention made of the following modern English 
cases on the Law of Contracts—namely, Guild v. Conrad (42 W. R. 
642; 1894, 2 Q. B. 885); Sutton & Co. v. Grey (42 W. R. 195; 1894, 
1 Q. B. 285 C. A.); Re Silvester, Midland Railway Co, v. Silvester (43 
W. R. 443; 1895, 1 Ch. 573); Carlill v. Carbolic Smoke Ball Co. (41 
W. R. 210; 1893, 1 Q. B. 256); Western Wagon Co. v. West (40 W. R. 
182; 1892, 1 Ch. 271); and Lepla v. Rogers (1893, 1 Q. B. 31). 
Again, though at p. 150 ef seq. of vol. 1 the important case of Mersey 
Steel and Iron Co. v. Naylor (32 W. R. 987, 9 App. Cas. 434) is referred 
to at length, it is not stated that the effect of this decision is really 
now embodied in section 31 (2) of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893 
(66 & 57 Vict. c. 71). Nor, in other parts of the work, where one 
would naturally expect the last-named statute to be mentioned, is it 
in any way referred to. It is therefore evident that Mr. Fisk Beach’s 
work can never really adequately supply the wants of the English 
lawyer, who, however, will naturally turn to it for enlightenment in 
cases of first impression in this country in which questions on the 
Law of Contracts, already determined in America, are raised. The 
whole work is divided into fifty-five chapters. Vol. 1 contains all 
that relates to the formation, contents, validity, construction, and 
breaches of contract; while in vol. 2 such subjects as reformation, 
specific performance, contracts of a special character, and actions on 
contracts are dealt with. reference to the contents of both 
volumes is afforded by the table of contents, which gives the head- 
ings of each of the 1,779 paragraphs of which the text consists, and 
by an excellent index, covering 321 pages, which will be found at 
the end of vol. 2. 





A Summary or THE LAW RELATING TO THE FORMATION OF SIMPLE 
CONTRACTS, AND TO THE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS ATTACHING 
THERETO. By CiaupE C. M. Piumprre, Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. 

The author of this little book has successfully accomplished a 
difficult task. He bas formulated, so far as we can discover with 
- accuracy, a number of maxims embodying the principles of the 

w of — contract, and hasin each case illustrated and supported 
his form by reference to authorities. Mr. Plumptre evidently 
has the gift of arranging his subject : the careful division into heads 
and the use of distinctive types to mark the divisions shew with what 

the work has been prepared, and although it is not of course 
intended to ore the larger treatises on the law of contract, Mr. 

— book ought to be invaluable to the student and will not 

be out of place on the shelves of the practitioner. 





COAL MINES REGULATION ACTS. 


Tae Coat Mines REGuLATION Acts, 1887-1896. WiTn AN INTRO- 
DUCTION AND FULL NOTES AND APPENDICES, CONTAINING OFFICIAL 
INFORMATION (INCLUDING INSTRUCTIONS FOR CANDIDATES FOR 

ATION AS MAnaGErs, &c.); THE Truck Acts, 1831-1896; 

AND ALSO A DISCUSSION OF THE LAW AS TO CHECK-WEIGHING. By 

B. Francis Wir114Ms, Q.C., and G. Prrr-Lzwis, Q.C. Butter- 

worth & Co. 

This work can hardly fail to be appreciated by those to whom a 
knowledge of ‘‘ The Coal Mines Regulation Acts, 1887 to 1896” is 
i , and therefore appeals, not merely to legal experts, 
but also to all persons in any way concerned or interested in the 


practical ent or working of mines. In a lucid introduction, 
extending over twenty-four pages, the authors give a history of the 
beneficent legislation regulating coal mines, which commences with 


the Act of 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 99), and culminates with the Coal 
Mines Regulation Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c.43). Such a history has 
obviously something more than an academic value, as remedial 
can only be thoroughly appreciated, and its true con- 
struction reached, by acquiring in the first instance a general 
acqusintance with the evils and abuses it was intended to mitigate 
or remove. The body of the work comprises the Coal Mines 
ion Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 58), the Coal Mines (Check- 
) Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 52), and the Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 43). To each of these Acts, and 
two first named, valuable annotations are appended, 
the aid of which the various enactments are rendered intelligible 
the uninitiated. There are no less than seven appendices. Of 
these, five contain official information especially —— 
inspectors, candidates for examination in mining, and others, 
Appendix VI. comprises the Truck Acts, 1831-1896, briefly annotated, 





and Appendix VII. a dissertation on the law as to check-weighing. 
The table of cases cited (necessarily not a very long one) gives 
references to all the various reports, and supplies, not merely the 
year, but the precise date of each decision referred to in the notes. 
At the end of the volume a serviceable index will be found affording 
ready access to its contents. 





RIVERS POLLUTION. 


Tae Stature LAW RELATING TO Rivers Potturion. By CHARLES 
JosEPH Haworth, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is a usefal little book upon the branch of the sanitary law 
with which it deals. Originally introduced to cover only the special 
legislation as to the pollution of rivers in the manufacturing districts 
of Yorkshire and Lancashire, the author has wisely extended its scope 
so as to include the general law on the subject, such as the Rivers 
Pollution Prevention Act, 1876, and parts of the Public Health Acts. 
These are printed with succinct pond grow her the notes, and the list of 
cases referred to is complete and up to date, the recent decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Peebles v. Oswaldtwistle District Council (1897, 1 
Q. B. 384) being duly noticed under the appropriate sections. We 
should have preferred to have found the general statutes placed in 
their natural position at the beginning of the work instead of yielding 
the place of honour to the local (and subsequent) Acts; but this 
defect of arrangement can hardly be said to affect the usefulness of 
Mr. Haworth’s book. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of England. Being a New Abridgment 
by the most Eminent Legal Authorities. Under the general Editor- 
ship of A. Woop Renton, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Vol. IL: 
Banner to Cheque. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Price 20s. net. 


The Prayer-Book Articles and Homilies. Some Forgotten Facts 
in their History which may decide their Interpretation. By J. T, 
Tomirnson. Elliot Stock. 


The Practitioner’s Guide to the Duties of Executors and Adminis- 
trators, from Death to Distribution. With which is incorporated 
Layton and Hart’s Practical Guide to the Making and Proving of 
Wills. Revised and Corrected by an Official of the Legacy and 
Succession Duty Office, Somerset House. Waterlow Bros. & Layton 
(Limited). 

The Law relating to Child-Saving and Reformatory Efforts, 
Being Extracts from Acts of Parliament, and other Information. 
Compiled by ArTHuR J. 8. Mappison. Reformatory and Refuge 


Union. 

Monopolies by Patents, and the Statutable Remedies available to 
the Public. By J. W. Gorpon, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 








CASES OF THE WEEK. +, 


Court of Appeal. 


THE HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION v. THE RAVENSTHORPE URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL. No. 2. 31st May. 


Locat AvuTHorrry—ALTERATION oF Bounparies—Water Surriy—Oon- 
STRUCTING WaTERWORK8—PuBLic Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vier. co. 
55), 8. 52—Locat Government Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 41), as. 57 
anv 59. 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (reported in 45 W. R. 
436; 1897, 1 Ch. 652), and raised the questions, first, what rights an order 
of a * council adding a district to the jurisdiction of a local authority 
gave the local authority with regard to the water supply of the district so 
added; and secondly, whether the laying pipes by the local authority 
within the added district as an —“ water supply in their old 
district was ‘‘ constructing waterworks’ within section 52 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875. The facts were as follow: The plaintiffs were the 
Huddersfield tion suing asa local authority having limits of supply 
extending bey their municipal area. The defendant council were an. 
urban district authority who take water in bulk from Dewsbury and dis- 
tribute it to customers in their own district. Their predecessors were: 
many years ago the —2 Local Board, having a district which: 
formed part of the townshi parish of Mirfield, the parish and town-: 
ship being conterminous. 
an urban district, governed by the Mirfield Board. By an Act of: 
1871 the limits of the water supply of the Huddersfield Corporation were: 
enlarged so as to include the township of Mirfield. The Huddersfield! 
Corporation did not actually suppl water any part of the Ravens- 
district, which was su by its own local authority; but the 

Corporation po pe Pattee adhd the Mirfield town- 
uding a small about twenty acres, the subject of this 


tho: 
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1895, and duly confirmed by the Local Government Board under the Local 
Government Act, 1888, the twenty acres of Mirfield mentioned above, and 
another somewhat larger pieve, were transferred from the district of the 
Mirfield Urban Council to that of the Ravensthorpe Urban Council. The 
order transferred to the defendant council “‘all the rights, liabilities, and 
obligations which are attaching to the Mirfield Council, wholly in respect 
of the added area, and all property OR oni SP Ss eee 
council. The Ravensthorpe authority have lately steps to lay pipes 
in the twenty acres for the purpose of supplying water to —* of the 
added district. The plaintiffs applied by motion in this ion for an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from waterworks in this 
part of their added district without having given the notice — by 
section 52 of the Public Health Act, 1875, to the plaintiffs as being the 
water authority actually supplying the district. Section 51 of the Public 
Health Act empowers urban local authorities to construct waterworks for 
the supply of water in their district. Section 52 provides that ‘* before 
commencing to construct waterworks within the limits of supply of any 
water company empowered to supply water they shall give written notice 
to every water company within whose limits of supply the local authority 
are desirous of supplying water,’’ and that ‘‘ it shall not be lawful for the 
—— authority to construet —— within — limits, if and = 
ong as any such company are a willing to supply water proper 
—* * for all reasonable purposes for which it is required by the local 
authority. 

Tus Court (Linp.ey, Loprs, and Riesy, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Linpizy, L.J.—We have had an opportunity of looking at the case, and 
are all of opinion that North, J.’s view cannot be supported. The 
question is, what is the effect of the order uf the county couacil which 
added the small piece of Mirfield to Ravensthorpe upon the supply of 
water? Before the order the Ravensthorpe local authority had no power 
to supply water within the added area, but the Huddersfield Corporation 
had power. The question is whether the order of the county council 
has extended the power of the Ravensthorpe local authority with regard 
to the supply of water. To a certain extent it has by virtue of section 51 
of the Public Health Act. But that section is followed by section 52, and 
the Huddersfield Corporation contend that they are not deprived of their 
right to supply water by the order, but that on the contrary the right of 
the local authority is controlled by section 52, and they can only supply 
water within the added area ‘f the corporation is unable or un to do 
so. This must depend on the order of the county council, and the statu- 
tory powers under which that order was made. Now, the statutory 
authority under which the order was made was the Local Government 
Act, 1888, ss. 57 and 59. I doubt whether under these sections the county 
council had the power to deal with the water supply, but even if they had 
there is nothing in the order to shew that they intended to exercise that 

wer. All the order does is to transfer a piece of the district to the 

wensthorpe district. That brings us back to section 52 of the Public 
Health Act. The object of that section is that if there is within the 
district of a local authority an established water company they are not to 
be deprived of the right to supply water without notice, and the object of 
giving notice is that if they are able and willing to exercise their powers 
they may continue to do so. Now comes the question, are the Kavens- 
thorpe local authority ‘‘ constructing waterworks ’’ within the added area, 
or are they merely extending existing waterworks? Having regard to the 
interpretation section of the Public Health Act, it seems to me a strong 
thing to say that they are not constructing waterworks. Reliance was 
placed on the decision of Chitty, J., in the Cleveland Water Co. v. Redear 
Local Board (43 W. R. 90; 1895, 1 Ch. 168). That decision appears to me 
to be quite right, but Chitty, J., had not to deal with the case we have 
before us—namely, the extension of waterworks within a new district 
The question before him was whether an extension of waterworks 
by the local authority within a district which it already supplied with 
water was a construction of waterworks, and he said it was not. I cannot 
—* thinking that North, J., was a little misled 4 not observing that 
Chitty, J., was dealing with a different case. ere I think that the 
—— are constructing waterworks and that an injunction ought to 

allowed. 

Lorgs and Rionx, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect. 
Appeal allowed.—Counsrn, Swinfen Eady, Q,C., and Alexander Gien ; 
Vernon Smith, Q.C., and R. C. Glen. Soxscrrons, Riddell, Vaizey, § Smith, 
for Town Clerk, Huddersfield ; Jaques ¢ Co., for Watts ¢ Son, Dewsbury. 
[Reported by J. I. Srintano, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re DELMAR’S TRUSTS. Stirling, J. 27th April, 22nd May. 
Witt—Consrravuction—Svunstirvrionat Grrr—Cuariraate Trust. 


This was an originating summons which raised two questions of con- 
straction on the will o é , deceased. The testator, who died 
in 1896, by his will gave £10,000 to the trustees upon;trust to invest and 
receive the income *‘and in every year to pay thereout one-tenth 
thereof to the Protestant Alliance, 1851, or some one or more 
institutions having for their object the maintenance and defence of the 
doctrines of the Reformation and the principles of civil and religious 
liberty against the advance of Popery, and in e year to divide the 
remainder of such income between such of the c le institutions in 
London or in the neighbourhood of London as they may from time to time 
select in such proportions as. they may deem fit, having —72 to the 
relative proportions and magnitude of such institutions, and subject to 
such’ provisions for applying the same as poy yes | in their discretion 
impose.’’ The Protestant Alljapce claimed to 





the one-tenth of the income derived from the £10,000, while several 
kindred institutions also claimed to be entitled to in it. The 
ee ee ee eee decide what 
institutions should take the income and in what proportions. 

Srmaiinc, J.—The Protestant Alliance claims to receive the whole of the 


gift. I think he chose the 
— ⏑⏑ 
testant y. a 

gift, and I avoid the difficulties which are discussed in Corey v. Carey, 
which would arise if the See Se Next, 
as to the claim of the t to have an lute discretion as to what 
institutions are to benefit and in what the 

them an absolute discretion as to be 


: 
i 
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E 
te 


cretions ought to be read into the gift. I am unable to come to 
that conclusion. The discretion 
of directions relating exclusively to charities in 
a Siena ant pao to naah tate the poise oft: 
distribution a) tments it not to 
result is that, as the Atto ney-General is there * 
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heme. ne otestan A Lis sour ane rely t : 
exc᷑ Nuyely thereunder, cation is to benefit of 
any other charity weight of course be to the views of the 
trustees.—-CounssL, Buckley, Q.0., and Kerly; Di ; Hastings, Q.C., and 
HT, Collette; Hare 


Meates ; Joyoe. So.scrrors, Kerly, Son, ¢ Verdon; C. 
$ Co. 
{Reported by J. I. Ariaiuuo, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





Winding-up Cases. 

Re KHARASKHOMA EXPLORING AND PROSPECTING SYNDICATE 
(LIM.). 7th, 8th April, and 27th May. 
Company—Winpine-up—Conrrisvtorigs—SHares Issvep as Feriy Parm- 

up—Conrract AND Sus-contract—Oompantrs Act, 1867 (31 & 32 Vicr. 


c. 131), s. 25. 

Summons by the liquidator, whereby he t to make the holders of 
certain shares of the syndicate liable to pay thereon. These 
holders claimed that these shares had been issued as fully 


two contracts, and that they were 


pak yet y= t 
7th of August en an agreemen: 
ment Co. that the latter should take up 
money on the debentures or lend 
agreement provided that by way 
the syndicate agreed to allot to the shares, 

the balance of its unissued capital, as such allotment to be 
protected by a duly registered agreement 25th section of the Com- 
panies Act, 1867. A supplementary contract, dated the 3ist — 
was accordingly made between the syndicate and the , 

that by the agreement of the 17th of August “‘ it was 
siderations therein mentioned that eg ey allot to the com- 
pany 163 fully paid-up £10 preference of 
alance of the syndicate’s unissued capital, 
by a duly registered agreement under the 


Act, 1867, being this t, and further recited that the 
previous agreement had boon adopted by, the company, and witnesed 


x 
Fé 
J 


FE 


of the 3lst of August, 1892, was sufficient to satisfy section 

uidator claimed that it was not sufficient, but that the contract of the 
17th of August was the one which should have been filed. 

Vavenan Writ1ams, J., held that, without laying SS a 
ale, the cub-consenst of the Sts8 of Sngust wes extant te the 
section, for it mentioned the to it, 


— as if TF had recited con- 
* x J contract.—Sortcrrors, Chester ¢ Son; Hodges 
¢ — —— —* W. Maan, Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
KENT ¢. FRASER. Div. Court, 2ist May. 


Reorstration Law—Boroven Vorr—Occvratron as Taxant—T2nant oF 
Pvntre-xovss Broommve Manaczr ror Owners. 








entitled to the whole of | Case stated by a revising barrister. At the revision court the appellant 
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objected to the name of the respondent Fraser being retained in the 
occu ’ list (Division I.) on the ground that he had not occupied the 
q premises (the Old Pilot Inn, Gloucester) as owner or tenant, 
and that he occupied only as manager for Miller & Co. Fraser entered on 
the occupation of the qualifying premises under an agreement of the 24th 
of June, 1889, whereby they were let to him by Bailey on a yearly 
tenancy ; no notice to determine that tenancy was given except as stated 
below. Bailey’s reversion became before December, 1894, vested in 
Miller & Co. On the 15th of December, 1894, an agreement was made 
by a letter addressed to Miller & Co., and signed by Fraser, as follows: 
** In consideration of your employing me as manager of the Old Pilot 
Inn, Gloucester, and paying me 40s. per week as salary, and to cover all 
my personal, domestic, and other expenses other than necessaries required 
for carrying on the trade, I hereby y op to faithfully account to you for 
all moneys taken in the hoase for the sale of your wines, spirits, beers, 
and cigars, &c., and remit the same every Monday morning, less the 
above amount for salary and expenses herein referred to. I also agree 
to give up peaceable possession of the said inn upon receiving one month’s 
notice from you so to do, and will hand over the licenses. . . . This 
service to take effect from the day of your obtaining possession of the 
said inn.’’ No rent under the agreement of the 24th of June, 1889, was 
afterwards claimed or peid, but accounts were rendered according to the 
agreement of the 15th of December, 1894. On the 20th of August, 1896, 
Miller & Co. sent a letter to Fraser containing these words: ‘“‘ We find 
that we have to give you one month’s notice to terminate the tenancy, 
and we accordingly beg to give you such notice.’’ Fraser was in occupa- 
tion during the qualifying period. The revising barrister thought that 
the agreement of the 15th of December, 1894, did not determine the 
tenancy under the agreement of 1889, and that the engagement of Fraser 
as —— was not inconsistent with his occupation as tenant, and also 
that the letter of the 20th of August, 1896, recognized an existing tenancy. 
He found “‘ as a fact’’ that Fraser had occupied as tenant during the 
qualifying period, and therefore retained his name on Division I. of the 
occupiers’ list. The question was whether there was any evidence to 
support this decision. 

Tue Cover (Lord Russgit or Kittowen, C.J., and Hawxrysand Cottins, 
JJ.) allowed the appeal. . 

Lord Russgtt or Kittowen, C.J.—Division I. of the occupiers’ list 
contains the names of persons entitled to both the Parliamentary and 
the burgess franchise, and the question is whether there was evidence before 
the revising barrister that this man was entitled to both franchises. It is 
clear that if his occupation was by virtue of a service, and not as owner or 
tenant, he was not entitled to be registered as a burgess (McClean v. 
Pritchard, 20 Q. B. D. 285). Now, if the agreement of 1889 were subsist- 
ing and the respondent had continued to occupy under that agreement, the 
decision of the barrister would clearly have been right. But we are all 
ga that the agreement with Miller & Co. of the 15th of December, 
1896, operated as a determination of the previous agreement. Under this 
new agreement the respondent is to have a salary and to account for 
moneys and goods and remit balances to his employers ; and he is to give 
up possession on a month’s notice, which merely means that before he 
loses his position as manager he is to have time to turn round. I think 
that under this new agreement no new tenancy was created, but that the 
respondent occupied as the servant of Miller & Co. But there is a find- 
ing of fact that he occupied as tenant, and we cannot disregard that 
finding unless compelled to do so. Was there anything in the evidence 
which would have made it proper to have left the question to a jury 
whether the respondent occupied as tenant? It is conceivable that the 
relation of owner and manager of a public-house might co-exist with the 
relation of landlord and tenant ; but thatis not this case. I think there 
was here no evidence which could properly have been left to a jury, or on 
which could properly have Seed that the respondent occupied as 
tenant. agreement of the 15th of December, 1894, is inconsistent 
with the notion of a tenancy; and though in the notice by which the 
company are to determine the relations between them and the respon- 
dent the **tenancy ’’ is used that does not seem to me to alter the 
fact that no tenancy then existed. The finding of the revising barrister 

upon his view that the agreement of the 15th of December, 1894, 

not operate as a determination of the previous tenancy, and if he was 

wrong in that view his finding must go. In my clear opinion that agree- 

ment did determine the tenancy, and nothing which occurred subse- 

quently altered that state of things. The conclusion of the revising 
barrister was wrong, and this appeal must be allowed. 

Hawxrxs and Cotitms, JJ., concurred. Appeal allowed.—Covnsz1, 
Wiliam Graham. Soutcrton, Richard White, for Frank Treasure, 
Gloucester. 


[Reported by T. R. C, Dirt, Barrister-at-Law. } 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». WOOD AND OTHERS. Div. Cowt. 
5th April and 27th May. 


Ioanp Revenve—Estate Dury—Setriement—Contincent Lire INTEREstT 
—Svnsrquent Sunsistine Lyoarations—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vicr. c. 30), s. 5 (3) and s. 7 (7). 

This was an information by the Attorney-General on behalf of the 
Crown, and it raised a question under the Finance Act, 1894. The facts 
are as follows: William Henry Goschen, deceased, by his will dated the 
12th of July, 1865, bequeathed to the trustees of his wife, Henrietta 
Goschen, the sum of £85,000, upon trust to pay the income thereof to her 
during,her life, and after her death to his five daughters equally. The said 
on the 28th of July, 1866, his wife, Henrietta Goschen, sur- 
him, One of his daughters was Henrietta Barbara Goschen, and 
married the Rev. C. L. Vaughan. By an indenture dated the 8th of 


Ist and 


Hi 


January, 1877, and made between the said Rev. C. L. Vaughan of the 
first part, the said Henrietta Barbara Goschen of the second part, and 
R. Wood, C. H. Goschen, and A. H. Goschen (the defendants in this 
case) of the third part, it was witnessed that in consideration of the 
intended marriage the said Henrietta Barbara Goschen assigned unto the 
said defendants all the share and interest to which she was entitled 
by virtue of the said will in the aforesaid sum of £85,000 upon trust 
during the joint lives of the said C. L. Vaughan and Henrietta Barbara 
Goschen to pay the income of the said trust fund to her for her sole and 
separate use, without power of anticipation, and after the death of such 
one of them as should first die to pay the income to the survivor and his 
or her assigns for life, and after the death of such survivor for the children 
of such marriage, and in the event of there bemg no issue and the said 
Henrietta Barbara Goschen surviving the said C. L. Vaughan then in trust 
for the said Henrietta Barbara Goschen, her executors, administrators, 
and assigns. In March, 1895, the said Henrietta Goschen, the widow of 
the testator, died, and on the 8th of August, 1895, the said C. L. 
Vaughan also died. There was no issue of the marriage, and the 
said Henrietta Barbara Vaughan consequently became absolutely entitled 
on the death of the said C. L. Vaughan to the property settled by her. 
Under these circumstances, and having regard to the Finance Act, 
1894, it was alleged that estate duty became payable upon the death of 
the said C. L. Vaughan in respect of the enlargement of the interest 
of the said Henrietta Barbara Vaughan in the settled property from 
a life interest to an absolute interest in possession—that is to say, 
on the capital of the settled funds, less the value of her life interest 
therein: Application was duly made on behalf of the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue to the defendants, the trustees of the settlement, 
for payment of such duty, but the defendants refused to pay such 
duty on the ground that no duty was payable. The information 
prayed that it might be declared that upon the death of the said C. L. 
Vaughan estate duty became payable under the provisions of the Finance 
Act, 1894, upon the capital value of the trust fund comprised in the said 
settlement of the 8th of January, 1877, less the value at the time of his death 
of the life interest of the said Henrietta Barbara Vaughan in such funds. 
By the Finance Act, 1894, it is provided as follows: Section 5 (3).—In the 
case of settled property where the interest of any person under the settle- 
ment fails or determines by reason of his death before it becomes an 
interest in possession and subsequent limitations under the settlement 
continue to subsist, the property shall not be deemed to pass on his death. 
Section 7 (7).—The value of the benefit ing or arising from the cesser 
of an interest ceasing oz the death of the deceased shall (a) if the interest 
extended to the whole income of the property be the principal value of 
that property, and (4) if the interest extended to less than the whole 
income of the property be the principal value of an addition to the 
property equal to the income to which the interest extended. On behalf 
of the Crown it was contended that on the death of her husband duty was 
payable on the difference between the value of her interest when subject to 
her husband’s contingent life interest and the value of the absolute 
interest in possession which she acquired on her husband's death, and the 
case of Attorney-General v. Robertson (1893, 1 Q. B. 293) was cited. For 
the defendants it was contended that on the death of the husband no 
property passed to the wife. The husband had only had a contingent life 
interest, he had never come into possession. Section 2 (1) (4) does not 
apply to sucha case. There were subsisting limitations here, and . there- 
fore the exemptions provided by section 5 (3) applied, and no duty was 
payable. Cur. adv. vult. 
Tue Court (VavcHAN WiLu1aMs and Wricut, JJ.) delivered judgment 
in favour of the defendants. 
Vavueuan Wits, J., in delivering a written judgment, said that the 
estate duty claimed, if leviable at all, must be leviable under sections 1 
and 2 of the Act of 1894. Had any property passed on the death of the 
husband to the wife? He was of opinion that it was clear that no 
property passed which the husband was at the time of his death com- 
petent to dispose of. If any property passed at all it must be property 
under section 2 (1) (2)—namely, property in which the husband had an 
interest ceasing on his death to the extent to which a benefit arose by 
cesser of such interest. He, the learned judge, was of opinion that such 
property did pass here, for a benefit accrued to the wife by the cesser of 
her husband’s contingent interest, in that she would have been able to 
sell her own interest for a greater price than she could have done during 
his lifetime. Holding, therefore, that there was within the meaning of 
section 2 (1) (4) a cesser of interest on the husband’s death and a benefit 
accruing therefrom, it remained to be considered what was the value of 
that benefit, and whether there was anything to exempt the defendant 
from paying duty. Section 7 (7) purported to prescribe a measure of the 
value of that benefit. He would not give any judicial interpretation of 
the meaning of sub-section 7, but he thought it —. to this case and 
supplied the measure of the value of the benefit. The question then arose 
as to the exemptions. By section 5 (2) and (3), if estate duty had been 
paid on settled property it was not to be payable again until the death of 
some person competent to dispose of the property, and in cases where an 
interest of a person failed before it became an interest in possession 
property should not be deemed to pass on his death, if subsequent 
imitations, one or more it might be, under the settlement continued to 
subsist. In this case, at the death of the husband subsequent limitations 


did continue to subsist, notwithstanding the fact that the wife thereupon — 


—— 


became absolutely entitled to the pope. The word “ subsist’ properly 


described any estate created by t 


end. It was none the less a limitation because there was no estate © 
beyond it; in other words the limitations under the settlement continued | 
until the death of a person who was at the time of death competent to 





settlement which had not come to an © 


dispose of such property. Section 5 (3) applied to this case, and therefore 7 
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_ June §» 1897. 


The case 


neither settlement estate duty nor estate duty became pa . 
of the Attorney-General v. Robertson was a case under the Succession Duty 
Act, and did not apply here. 

Waicut, J., concurred. Judgment for the defendants.—Counsz1, Sir 
R. Webster, A.G., Sir R. B. Finlay, 8.G., and Vaughan Hawkins; Sir R. 


Reid, Q.C., and Austen-Cartmell. 
Druces § Attlee. 
[Reported by E. G. Sr1tuwet1, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Soxrrcrrors, Solicitor to Inland Revenue ; 


Re BROSTER, Ex parte PRUDDAH. Div. Court. 24th and 27th May. | 


County Court—Exsgcution—Distress vor Rent—Povunpace or Hicu 
Bairr—Counrty Courts Acr, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 43), ss. 154, 160; 
County Court Russ, 1889, Scuzpune A. 


This was an appeal from the. county court judge at Birkenhead (his 
Honour Judge Foulkes) disallowing certain poundage claimed by the h 
bailiff of that court. Upon the 22nd of December, 1896, the high bai 
entered upon the premises of one Broster and seized goods thereon suffi- 
cient to satisfy a warrant of execution for £2011s. 3d.; and proceeded to 
hold them for five days before selling as required by section 154 of the 
County Courts Act, 1888. While the high bailiff was thus on Broster’s 

namely, upon the 23rd of December, the landlord, acting as 
rected by section 160 of the same Act, delivered to the bailiff or his 
officer a notice in writing stating that the rent was in arrear to the extent 
of £55, and the high bailiff thereupon seized and held possession of 
further goods on Broster’s premises to satisfy the claim for rent in 
addition to the amount claimed under the execution. The high bailiff 
claimed to be entitled to poundage at the rate of sixpence in the pound 
on the value of the goods seized to satisfy the execution, up 
to the value of £20, and to poundage to a similar amount on 
the value of the goods seized to satisfy the landlord’s claim. 
Section 154 of the County Courts Act, 1888, gives the high bailiff power to 
appoint brokers or appraisers who are to sell goods in execution, 
and who ‘‘ shall be entitled to have, out of the produce of the goods so 
distrained or sold, sixpence in the pound on the value of the goods.” 
Section 160 of the same Act enacts, inter alia, that where there is an 
execution in any premises the landlord may, within five days of the 
execution, serve a notice in writing on the officer in possession stating 
what rent he claims, and if he make such claim the officer shall, in addition 
to the levy under the warrant of execution, ‘‘distrain for the rent so 
claimed,’’ and when the goods are sold the landlord is paid his rent in 
priority to the claimant under the warfant of execution. Schedule A to 
the County Court Rules, 1889, enacts, inter alia, ‘‘ All poundage except 
where otherwise herein specified, shall be estimated upon the amount on 
value of the subject-matter of the proceeding upon which it is payable, 
except where the said amount or value exceeds twenty pounds, where the 
undage shall be estimated on twenty pounds only.”” Tne county court 
judge treated the seizure under the warrant of execution and the distress 
under the landlord’s claim as one ‘“‘ proceeding,’’ and allowed poundage 
upon ny pounds only as provided in Sehedule A. The high bailiff 
appealed. 


Tue Court (VaucHan Wiurams and Wricut, JJ.) allowed the appeal, 
holding that the words of section 154 ‘‘ shall be entitled to have out of the 
produce of the goods so distrained or sold 8 ce in the pound on the 
value of the goods,”’ and also the wording of section 160 seemed plainly 
intended to distinguish execution and distress, and to allow fees to the 
high bailiff in respect of each transaction. The Court pointed out 
that if these sections were not so interpreted the effect of the enact- 
ment as to fees contained in Schedule A —‘‘ All poundage, except 
where otherwise herein specified, shall be estimated upon the amount 
in value of the subject-matter of the proceeding upon which it is 
payable, except where the said amount or value exceeds twenty pounds, 
where the sree shall be estimated upon twenty . pounds 
only ’’—would be to deprive the high bailiff in many cases of any re- 
muneration for distress at all, for whenever an execution was issued to the 
value of £20 or more, and a distress was also put in, unless the execution 
and distress were treated as separate proceedings the high bailiff would 
get no fees for the distress. Appeal allowed.—CovunseL. Buckmaster and 
L. Sanderson ; Muir Mackenzie. Sortcrrors, E. H. Scott ; The Solicitor to the 
Board of Trade. 


[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.! 


LEOPARD v. LITOUN. Div. Court. 29th May. 


Avction—Kwnocx-our Sate—Lecatiry or Purrina on A Purrer or 
Resgrvep Price—Lecariry or Contract To Suarez Prorirrs WHERE ONE 
or THE Parties Rerrains rrom Brpprne ror A Particutar Lor—Ricur 
To Enrorce Contract. 


Appeal from the decision of Mr. Sills, sitting as deputy ju at the 
Woolwich County Court, who had non-suited the plaintiff. The facts 
stated were the following : In November last the Government held a sale 
by auction of surplus stores at Woolwich Arsenal, and among the lots 
sold was one consisting of four cases of sweet spirits of nitre, which was 
knecked down to the defendant for £5. Prior to the sale it was arranged 
between the plaintiff and the defendant that the latter should buy the 
lot which was then to be disposed of in some way or other to their mutaal 
profit. After the sale it was, according to the plaintiff's case, arranged 
that the defendant should sell him the goods for £6. The plaintiff 
then made ts with a third party to purchase the lot from him- 
self for £13 10s. The defendant — disposed of the goods else- 
where, and the > then brought this action to recover the difference 
=m , £710s. The deputy judge held that the t entered 
into be and the defendant, not to bid against each 


een the plaint 





| other, amounted at law to a conspiracy to cheat the 
| emmmeattion, and shat the Sage Ss ee nena | eee 
plaintiff, 


| tract. He therefore non-suited 
present appeal. 


| case was wrongly decided. The 
| He gv. Maziyn (15 WB. 390 v. 
| ment wefe no’ to 





> J. 136 » vt * ne . - 
take the bids made for the lots, they should 
| have employed a ‘‘ puffer’’ or put on a reserved price. The 

| Chancery, within certain limits, allows a “‘ puffer” to be employed.] 
| Even if there was a conspiracy, it did not affect the subsequent contract, 
| and the judge was wrong in decision he had come to. 
| J.—Yes; but I do not see how we can enter judgmen 
here, and the case must go back for a new trial.) [Watcxt, J.—That is 
so; we have no means of ascertaining the amount of damages.] The 
defendant, who appeared in person, was stopped by the court 

his " 


case 
Granruam, J., in judgment, said the deputy county court j 
was wrong in Fe eng Ne ee See rn dadan ate 
facts he must hear the evidence. The case would be sent back ; the costs 
of this appeal to abide the result of the new trial. 
Wauicut, J., concurred.—Counsst, Forman. Soxicrror, 
Burgess. The respondent appeared in person. 
[Reported by Exsxixe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


POWELL v. KEMPTON PARK RACECOURSE CO. (LIM.) Lord Russell. 
3ist May. 
Gaminc—Ptace vusep ror Berrrinc—Enciosure on Racecovurss—Brtrine 
spy Booxmakers “‘ WITH PERSONS RESORTING THERETO ’’—INJUNCTION— 
Berrine Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vicr. c. 119), ss. 1, 3. 


Action tried before Lord Russell of Killowen, O.J., without 
The plaintiff is a shareholder of the defendant company, which 
porated under the Companies Acts for the purposes (inter alia) of 
on the business of a racecourse company. The plaintiff a that the 
defendant company has, for the purpose of its business, acquired and is 
the owner of the p 


a jury. 
is incor- 


defendant company has fenced off and enclosed by means of iron rails a 
jece of ground known as ‘‘ Tattersal)’s Enclosure” or the ‘‘ Reserved 
osure,”” and that any member of the is admitted to 
the racecourse on payment of an entrance fee of 1s. or 2s, 6d., and 
admitted to the reserved enclosure on payment of a further fee amount- 
ing with the entrance fee to £1; that at race meetings, and particularly 
on the 12th and 13th days of March, 1897, the enclosure was and 
kept by the defendant company for the purpose of (1) 
using the same (that is to say, professional 
persons resorting thereto, and (2) money being received by such persons 
using the same as deposits on bets made on horse races which were thea 
being held on the premises under the direction of the defendants. The 
plaintiff alleged that the defendant company, ip addition to its business 
as keeper of a racecourse, was carrying on 
under the Betting Act, 1853, and outside the 
association, and was liable to be indicted and 
perty confiscated; and he claimed an injunction to restrain the defen- 
dants from opening or keeping the enclosure for the purposes aforesaid. 

Tur Covrr gave judgment for the plaintiff, with costs, granting the 
injunction asked for. 

Lord Rvussext or Kittowen, C.J.—In this case I have been asked to 
expedite the hearing, and I have agreed to do so after consulting some of 
my learned colleagues, and I wish to state the reasons why I have done 
so. This case is not the same in all although incidentally the 
same points are capable of being 
(45 W. R. 359, 41 Soxrcrrors’ 
because the case of Hawke v. 


| 


7 
F 


an action directed against the defendants upon 
as the owners and occw of the racecourse, 
it out, or suffering it to be used by persons, for 
betting. The question is not one at all 
difficulty. As has been ted out, the statute 
action is brought is enti of 
Hoang’ ap tending ‘othe — — 
r u to ury an 
— wy the of called houses or offices. 


that language unq 
Legislature—that is to say, some kind of 
grow for the was 


th, the 

called ‘“ betting houses or "Although the title 
of the AN ee miele te aoe eabres tees ow 
of the Act, yet are AS 4 

is the prime object of the Act. But if the enacting clauses go 
the declared purposes of the Act, effect must be given to that 
extent of the enacting Bat judging y ee 
description of ‘‘a kind of gaming that has of sprung up and 
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is on by means of the of houses or offices,”’ it 

difficult to —28 the ——— have Lad — — 
minds the betting on racecourses, the of having an exist- 
ence of come centuries, and probably, coincident with 
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that ancient history | betting accompanying it ; — fa enclosures 
exactly of the same o kind I do not know. However that may be, the con- 
of the view taken in the case of Hawke v. Dunn are certainly 
consequences. As the learned counsel for the defendants has 

out, such a - of an enclosure may be the subject of an indict- 

ment for nuisance ; owner or occupier may be indicted for keeping a 
a Ries and lastly, all persons found in the enclosure which 
is 80 » whether they are there for the — of sight-seeing merely, 
or for the purpose of casual betting, are all liable under warrant to be 
seized and searched and brought before a magistrate. I observe that in 
the very careful and elaborate judgment of the court they have justified 
their age pee judgment arrived at unanimously—by reference to a 


mumber of decided cases. I desire only to say, first, that there is no one 
of them, so —* as I know, which presents exactly the same circumstances 
or which raises precisely * same question as was raised in Hawke v. 
Dunn, or as is proposed to be raised in the present instance, and 
that, so far as reported Ad are concerned, although racing has 
a history of some centuries at least, and although the Act of 1853 
has been in operation for some forty-four years, yet there is only 
one case, so far as I know, in which an attempt has been made to 


on racecourses illegal, and that was a case the circum- 


again with 0 one — exception in the long array of authorities, in only 
one case, and that also in circumstances different from the present case, 
has the decision of the court of first instance been subject to the judicial 
review of the appellate tribunal. Of course if the law is, as it is declared 
—1* the learned judges to be, and as it must be assumed to be so long as 
their decision remains unreversed, the law must be obeyed. But in view 
of the comparative novelty of the question as it is now presented, and in 
view of the considerations to which F have referred, it cannot be doubted 
that it is manifestly desirable in the best interests ‘of the public that the 
interpretation of the law shall be declared by the hignest appellate 
tribunal in the country. There is one question which I am inclined to 
think did not receive either in the argument or in the judgment the full 
a which I think it deserved—namely, the question of the character 
of the user, which is necessary to bring the persons so using the place 
within the Act. I have stated these reasons which have satisfied 
me that this is a case in which it is proper that I should have done 
what may be done properly to assist in the speedy disposition of the 
= at issue. Now, what is my judgment to be? My duty is very 
ple and clear. Even ‘it I had, which I have not, a settled and con- 
sidered — inconsistent with, or opposed to, the most recent 
the question, my duty "would be to bow to the decision of 
te court, especially as it consisted of five learned and ex- 
—5** judges. I therefore have nothing to do except to point out that in 
thestatement of defence and in the particulars which are put in of that 
statement of defence, the defendants have admitted a course of conduct 
and a usez from which I think that the proper inference to be drawn is 
that they have permitted and authorized an illegal use of the enclosure 
to the decision in Hawke v. Dunn. There therefore must be 
judgment for the plaintiff, and the injunction azainst the defendants must 
go in the terms in which it is asked, but that injunction will lie in the 
office until the appeal is disposed of, or until further application to this 
court.—CounsEL, Asquith, Q.C., and i. 8. Cautley ; Sir Frank Lockwood, 
Q.C., Joseph Walton Q.C., C. Mathews, and Stutfield. Sowscrrors, Le 
Brasseur $ Oakley; Peachey $ Son. 
[Reported by Sir Suzrstox Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.1 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 


Amount acknowledged last week . 
C, F. Mander, 9, New-square, Lincoln’ s-inn, w.c. 
A. Neale, 60, "Boundary - road, N.W. ‘ 
F. Sheffield, ‘23, St. Swithin’ s-lane, E.C.. 
» & Co., 23, Essex-street, Strand, Ww. C. 
Norton, Rose, Norton, & Co., 574, Old Broad- street, E.C. 
E. Heys-Jones, 5 5, Jobn- street, Bedford-row, W.C. . 
Philip Witham, 1, Gray’ s-inn- -square, W.C. . 
J. Louch, irt (per Somerset Law — 
E. W. Lemon, herborne Do. 
Robert Cunliffe, 48, Chancery-lane, wo. 
Jobn w, Manchester 
John Bolton, Kendal 
~~ * Fitch, & Co., 15, Devorshire- square, Bishopsgate, 


A. W. Brain, 36, High-street, Southampton : 
H.W. Purkis, * Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
D.J Bailey’ —— 

—— rT Charles Hall 
J. H. Bentley, F Do. 
R. P. Do. 
J.J. 3 
J. Bottomley, Do. Do. 
E. F. Brook, Do. Do. 
=. x Do. Do. 
J. H. Dransfield, Do. Do. 3 ‘ , 
T. J. Dyson, Do. Do. ee 
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G. G. J Do. Do. 


ite 

A. Hf. Fletcher, Do : Do. 1 is 
J.H. Fletcher, Do. Do. 1: ti 
C.E. Freeman, Do. Do. i ee 
T. Grisdale, Do. Do. 1 1.0 
Heap & Heeley, Do. Do. 110 
A. J T. Hinchcliffe, Do i ea 
Johnson & Crook, Do. Do. ie 
E. G. Learoyd, Do. Do. 110 
8. Learoyd, Do Do. i: 3 4 
©. H. Marshall, 0 Do 1i¢4 
C. Mills, Do Do ie 
F. W. Mills, Do Do ie ke 
Hely Owen, Do Do ie 
J. W. Piercy, Do Do a ae. 
s § en, Do. Do 1. acm 
W. Ramsden, Do Do 1 te 
F. A. Reed, Do Do 1 it 
T. D. Ruddock, Do Do i bs 
A. Swift, Do Do kL: bos 
Alfred Sykes, Do Do Lo 
Edwin Sykes, Do Do 110 
Frank Sykes, Do. Do. 1 +e 
G. H. Sykes, Do. Do: 1 24 
James Sykes, Do. Do. ae 
J. H. Sykes, Do. Do. 1 be 
J. L. Sykes, Do. Do. 1 10 
John Sykes, Do. Do. 3k 348 
J. H. Turner, Do. Do. 110 
F. C. Watkinson, Do. Do. i 2 
R. Welsh, Do. Do. 110 
Henry White, Do. Do. ) i= 








£5,990 15 0 


ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 

The annual general meeting of the members of the Incorporated Law 
Society will be held on Friday, the 9th of July next, at 2 p.m. precisely, for 
the election of a president and a vice-president of the society ; of ten mem- 
bers of the council, in lieu of ten members who go out of office in rotation ; f 
of three auditors ; and for other P of the society. The following are 
the names of the members who go out of office by rotation, and so far as is 
known, all of them, with the exception of Mr. James’ Heelis, will be 
nominated for re-election: Mr. Joseph Addison, Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. 
James Samuel Beale, Sir Henry aie, Mr. James Heelis, Mr. "Jobn 
Hollams, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. Henry Roscoe, Mr. Cornelius Thomas 
Saunders, Mr. Robert Lowe Grant Vassall. 


ANNUAL ELECTION OF THE GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR, 


The following gentlemen have been elected members of the General 
Council of the Bar :— 

Queen’s Counset.—Mr. Marston OC. Buszard, Mr. H. H. Cozens-Hardy, 
M.P., Mr. F. A. Bosanquet, Mr. G. Pitt- Lewis, Mr. T. Milvain, Mr. E. L. 
Levett, Mr. William Pickford, Mr. Edward Henry Carson, M.P. 

Ovrer Bar.—Mr. William’ Graham, Mr. W. English’ Harrison, Mr. 
A. J. Ram, Mr. H. D. Bonsey, Mr. H. F. Manisty, Mr. S. C. Macaskie, 
Mr. R. F. Norton, Mr. F. H. Mellor, Mr. T. R. Bridgwater, Mr. J. F. P. 
Rawlinson, Mr. A. Clavell Salter, Mr. Lancelot Sanderson, Lord Robert 
Cecil, Mr. A. W. Bainton, Mr. Guy 8 henson, Mr. Stamford Hutton. 

The number of voting papers sent in were 2,105, of which 46 were 
rejected. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The eightieth annual court of this excellent society was held at the Law 
Tnstitution on Monday last. In the absence of the Attorney-General, 
who is president, Mr. Charles Burt (late of Bircham & Co.), the vice- 
president, took the chair. 

Mr. Burt, in moving the adoption of the report, gave a short account of 
the formation and progress of the association. It was instituted in 1817 
by the leading London solicitors of that we Pred the benefit of the widows 
and children of members (who must be solicitors practising in the metro- 
polis within the bills of mortality) dying in distressed circumstances by 


giving annual — of money or assisting to establish the widow or — 


children in some b or by yment, and to allow assistance to 


members —. in a ties through inability to conduct ~ 
y 2 menta 


their business l infirmity or other involuntary ~ 


calamity. 

In 1825 the directors were authorized to make grants to a limited 
extent to London solicitors who are not members. 

During the eighty —— of 8 existence the association had received in 
donations, subscriptions, and dividends on investments £108,000. The 


total grants to members and their families have been £71,820, and to non- 


members £12,465, making a grand total of grants, £84, 285. 


With a view to protect the permanent interests of the members, *— 
ow 


investments have time to time been made, and there were n 


the names of the trustees first-class securities of the present value of © 
£48,000, producing an annual income of £1,250. The association was, © 
therefore, in a very sound financial position. The report submitted tothe © 

— that the total receipts for the past year amounted t | 
-» Whilst the expenditure for relief was £1,105, and for od | 


£1,548 16e, 2d 
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of management £140, and there was a cash balance of £620in hand. The | Edward Fry, 


membership had of late years fallen off, and there were now only some 
230 members on the books. The board were most desirous of 

this number, more especially from the younger men in the profession, an 
with a total number of 6,000 solicitors taking out London certificates it 
was felt that there should be a much larger membership. 

The formation of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association had no doubt 
prevented many London solicitors from joining the older association, but 
as the objects of the former extended to the whole of England and 
Wales, whilst the Law Association were by their constitution limited to 
—— solicitors, there was no competition, and there was ample room 
for both. 

The directors of the Law Association worked in friendly accord with the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. Some of them were members of both 
boards. Several efforts have been made towards amalgamation, but the 
technical and practical difficulties which existed had hitherto prevented 
the union of the two societies. 

In view of the substantial amount of invested funds belonging to the 
association, and the desirability of enlisting the younger members of the 
profession in its ranks, the directors had unanimously resolved to recom- 
mend the court to reduce the annual subscription from £2 2s. to £1 Ils., 
and the life subscription from £21 to £10 10s. They hoped by doing this 
to obtain a large increase of the membership of the association and to 
extend its operations and spread its benefits over a much greater area. 

Mr. Burt pointed out that no other institution could give such advan- 
tages to its members at so small a cost, and earpvestly invited those who 
were present to give their best assistance to increase the membership and 
to make known the new conditions of subscription. 

Mr. Sidney Smith, one of the treasurers, seconded the motion, and, after 
remarks by Mr. H. Brandon (chairman of the board for the current year), 
Mr. Spencer Whitehead, Mr. T. P. Borrett, Mr. T. D. Bolton, M.P., Mr. 
A. C. Cronin, Mr. Daw, and other members, the report and accounts were 
unanimously adopted, and resolutions were passed altering the regulations 
so as to accord with the directors’ recommendations. 

The retiring president, vice-president, treasurers, and directors were 
re-elected, and the name of . R. H. Peacock was added to the board. 


A hearty vote of thanks to the chairman and directors was , and a 
similar compliment to the auditors for their services. The of the 
association is Mr. Arthur Carpenter, of Devereux-chambers, Temple, who 


will be glad to receive communications from solicitors desiring to join. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. 5. Harvey Murpuy, barrister, has been appointed by the Attorney- 
General Prosecuting Counsel to the Treasury in cases at the Quarter 
Sessions and Assizes holden in Essex. Mr. Murphy was called to the Bar 
in June, 1887. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvrions. 


Gurrrru Jonzs Lioyp Humexnreys and Arruur Epwarp Wapz, 
solicitors, 38, Cranbourn-street, Leicester-square, London (Lloyd Hum- 
phreys & Wade). May 27. The said business will in future be carried 
on by the said Griffith Jones Lloyd Humphreys alone. 


Ortanpo Grorcz Harman and Atrrep Ernest Warp, solicitors, 7, 
King-street, Cheapside, London (Harman, Ward, & Collier). May 27. 
(Gazette, June 1. 


GENERAL. 


It is proposed by the University of Cambridge to confer the degree of 
LL.D. honoris causd upon Lord Russell of Killowen and the Right Hon. 8. 
J. Way, Chief Justice of South Australia. 


Mr. John Addison, Q.C., late M.P., for Ashton-under-Lyne, was pre- 
sented at Ashton-under-Lyne on Saturday with a silver service in recog- 
nition of his having held the seat for a period of ten years. 


The gossip of the Temple affirms, says the St. James's Gazetie, that, with 
the advent of the Jubilee, Lord Justice Lopes and Mr. Justice Hawkins 
will retire from the Bench and be raised to the peerage. 


The members of the General Council of the Bar dined together at the 
Ship Hotel, Greenwich, on the 28th ult. Among those t were Mr. 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Warmington, Q.C., Mr. Channell, Q.C., 
Mr. Cripps, Q.C., M.P., and Lord Robert Cecil. 


The treasurer and benchers of Lincoln’s-inn will entertain the Colonial 

ers visiting this country at a banquet in Lincoln’s-inn hall on 

onday, July 5, in celebration of her Majesty’s jubilee, A distinguished 
company be invited to meet them. 


ean Times says that the —22 —— on * Election 
ions met on Frida ast week elected Robert Finlay 
chairman. Tt was agreed to begin evidence on the 29th of Ji 
when the first witnesses will be three judges and the eame number 


. who was a judge of the High Court of Justive from 1877 to 
1883, re pee or ae has consented 
over the Royal wi pointed to 

ure of the Irish Land —— tn tine 
fair rents and in making advances under the Land Purchase Acts. 


A meeting of the Society of Chairmen and 
Sessions was held on Tuesday at the , Westminster. 
Cross was re-elected president and Mr. Russell James Kerr was re-elected 
vice-president. The society considered the following Parliamentary 
Bilis and other matters affecting the courts of quarter sessions: Law 
of Evidence (Criminal Cases) Bill, Prisoners Personal 


Correction Pro- 
hibition Bill. 

When some applause occurred in Salisbury Assize Court on Wednesday 
says the Globe, Mr. Justice Day said that the were as incompetent 
to keep order in court as they were in other . But, seeing that the 
applause was evoked by his severe censure of the “ for 
other things,” the might naturally have felt a little reluctance to 
interfere with it. It illustrates the difficulty of satisfying a critic who is 


both Day and Knight at the same time. 
A Blue-book relating to the proceedings instituted by the Director of 
Public Prosecutions in 1896 has just been issued. Out of 73 murder cases 
Sr of endian Cae —— Out of 35 oe 

ughter t were insane. Out of 35 women : 
— — h —— wo weno Somnd aulity of 
manslaughter, and four were insane. There were 25 cases of bankruptcy 
prosecutions, involving 29 persons. Of these 19 were 
acquitted, three and died before trial. 
of cases in 1895 was 48. 





Wakrninc To rntenpInc Hovss Purcuasers ann Lessges.— 
chasing or renting a house, have the 
Examined, Tested, and 
., 65, Victoria-street, W ‘ 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
— & Freehold 
Feo TTS eek Maceamn’ dies tvaned Guumek-cuabel isd petemton 
with reversion. Solicitors, Messrs. Lyne & Holman, London. 
Freehold Estate of about 223 acres, with Family Residence, at East Grinstead. Solici- 
fern, Menem, Bax aes Shaws. Langenge & Sesmaen, oe 


Tunbridge Wells. 

Freehold Estate at Essex, with 200 acres of land. Solicitors, Messrs. 
ae — London, (See May 29, p. 7; also this 
week, p. 

June 10.—Mesers. Fanzproruer, Exum, Cuarx, & Co., at the Mart, at2p.m. Freehold 
Peoputy th ——— 2 oe ee. H. Pum- 

—— — near ’ of about 25 acres, also Building Sites on same estate. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Hawes, Wood, & W: 

— —— wia, held for 58 years at 34s. per annum. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Marson & bon, of 

Freehold Waterside Limehouse, powerful machinery suitable for the 


oil trade. Solicitors, 
uable 


Val Site in Southwark, occupying an area of Solicitors, Messrs. 
pombe py bet ge ee Fe BY 17). 
J 10.—M .C. C. &T. at the at 2 Leasehold Houses at 

une essts. any] Mart, ** 


Solicitors, Messrs. Harris 
ill ; Solici! Messrs. Thompson & Grantham. Somes ot Bast Same 5 


esars. Marlow & Martin, of W: 
— of Newport. (See advertisement, May 29, front page.) 


Estcourt 
Messrs. H. E. F & Caraxriztp’s 596th Periodical Sale was an exceptionally 





Queen’s Counsel. 
The report was current in the Lobby last week, says the Times, that Sir 
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COURT PAPERS. 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 

The following Judges will remain in Town :—Hawkxrns, J., and W111, 
J., during the whole of the Circuits; the other Judges till their respective 
Commission Days. 

Norice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
first working day ; in other cases the note appended to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges go there will be 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazetle.—Faivay, May 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep 1s Caaxcery. 


Baxzavps, Lamurte—Custiiess ase sequivel, o8 or before June 30, to send their names 


iculars of their debts or claims, to Mr Walter 


send their names and addresses, and 
Freire Marreco, 1, Clement’s inn, 
liquidator 

Gross Pacxine anp Sarppinc Warenovuse Co, Limirep (1x Votuntary Liquipatioy)— 

itors are required, on or ore July 9, to send their names and addresses, and 
—— of their debts or claims, to Arthur Stephen Brewis, 60, King st, Manchester 
idgway. Warrington, solor to liquidator 

Marsce (Moreau Rag) Synvicate, Liurren—Petn for winding up, presented May 27, 
directed to be heard on June 16 Hudson & Co, 32, Queen Victoria st, solors for petner 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of June 15 

Rawp D’or Mines, Lusrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Harrison 
Venning, 33, Old Broad st 
Samson Tacoma Copper axp Goto Mrixixo Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or 

before July 9, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John Darlington, 25a, Old Broad st Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury 
cireus, solors for liquidator 

Wuattey’s Sanitary Frivuip Co, Lutrreo—Creditors are required, on or before June 17, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Alf 
——*— Throgmorton House, Copthall avenue Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for 

iquidator 


trand Chester & Co, Bedford row, solors to 


Us tonrep mr Cnanorry. 

Pacuam Hansove Rectamation Co—Petn for winding up, presented May 25. directed to 
be heard on June 16 H G Church, 46, Lincoln’s inn fields, agent for Wood & Co, 
7, St James’s sq, Manchester, solors for petners Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 15 

FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
New Beyerit Crus, Wheatsheaf Inn, Husband’s Bosworth, Leicester May 19 
{London Gazette.—Turspay, June 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lunrtep in CHancEry. 


Lowrner Hematite Irow Co, Limiren—Creditors are required, on or before June 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to William 
Leitch, 15, Havelock ter, Workington 

Morecamse Prer Co, Lusrren—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their 
names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fredk. Bannister, 
1, West View ter, Morecambe, solor for the liquidators 

Tuz New Teternone Co, Luurep (1x Liqguipation) —Creditors are required, on or 
before June 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to Anns, 61, Copers Cope rd, Beckenham, Kent 

Wivxes, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Leonard Charles Marsden, 
7, Borneo st, Walsall. Pepper & Tangye, Birmingham, solors to liquidator 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Arreryoow Crass Sick AnD Funerat Socizry, Friends’ Sunday-school Building, Harts- 
head, Sheffield. May 19 f 

oF or Bramivenam Provivent Society, Bird-in-Hand Inn, Sand Pits, Birmingham. 

ay 19 

Lorrus Provipent Bewyerit Socizty, Wesleyan School Room, Loftus, Yorks. May 26. 

Preston Manacers’ awp OvesLookers’ Frrenpiy Society, Stanley Arms Hotel, Lan- 
caster rd, Preston, Lancaster. May 28 7 

Vicrorta Friexpty Society or Women, Welcome to Town Public house, Newton, Not- 
tage, Bridgend, Glamorgan. May 19 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day ov Cuatm. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 11. 
Hiatt, Taowas Corsetr, Quinton, Glos, Esq Junel4 Righton v Kendall, Stirling, J 
Kendall, Bourton on the Water, Glos 
Scorr, Wint1am Firzogratp, Lee, Kent, Bank Clerk Junei6é Hill v Scott, Romer, J 
McAdam, Montpelier vale, Blackheath 
. London Gazette—Fripay, May 14, 
om, Joun — —— St Helens, Lancs, Solicitor June4 Banks vy Mearns, Romer, J 
icton, Liverpoo 
Spratt, James, Forncett St Peter, Norfolk, Miller June 18 London and Provincial 
, Limited v Spratt, and Bolingbroke v Spratt, Kekewich, J. Gilbert, Norwich 
Zuccant, Emtxi0, Prince of Wales’ ter. Kensington, Financier June15 Allen v Zuccani, 
Kekewich, J Kerly & Co, Gt Winchester st 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 21. 
Browx, Mary Brower, Widow, or Jonx Honason, Victoria Brewery, Newport, Mon. 
June 14 Llewellin v Brown, North, J Llewellyn, Newport 
Brows, Rauru, Newport, Mon. June 14 Liewellin v Brown, North,J Liewellyn, 


Newport 
Kiya, Gzorce, Mustapha —— nr Algiers, Gent June 20 Millett v Olliver, Romer, 
J Dutton, Gresham House, Old Broad st 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaszette.—Fripay, May 14. 
Ansport, Exiza Frances, Lupus st June15 Tarry & Co, Serjeants’ inn 
Anpenrson, Jonny, Edinburgh June 18 Murray & Co, Birchin In 
Axxers, Rosert Bostrocs, Flags, Tarvin, Chester June 10 Barker & Rogerson, 


Bayxs, Henry, Fairfield, Liverpool, Hide Broker June12 Read, Liverpool 

Bargetrr, Witt1am Dewnis, Drurylane June 14 Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bez.ey, Bexsauty, Sheffield June 30 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 

Bromiry, Amanpa, Harts Hill, nr Dudley, Worcester June 24 Deeley, Dudley 

Bavce, James, Stratford, Essex June 12 Smith & Hudson, Mark In 

Burt, Joux, Parliament st June12 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Camenon, Dowaup, Finsbury Park, Ship’s Purser June 12 Romer & Haslam, Copthall 


chm! 
Camenox, Joun Witt14m, West Hartlepool July 15 Belk, West Hartlepool 
Caamper.ain, Joun, Newington causeway June 21 Ruston & Co, Essex st 


eames — Mase Exizaseru, and Faepericn Witiiam Cuesuiaz, Seacombe, Chester 

unel Eley, 

Cuisnotm, Mancanet, Kyloe, Northumbrid June 1 Sanderson & J K Weathehead, 
Berwick Tweed 





debts or claims, to Edwin Hayes, 107, Cannon st 
are required, on or before July 5, to 


and particulars 
Cooxe’s Deracnasie Trex Co, Laurs: 


ui 
Corz, Geonce Wittiam, Beetham, Westmrld June 25 Warriner & Oo, Fleet st 
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Coorzn, Epwarp, Walsall, Staffs July 1 Evans, Walsall 
Coors, Txomas, Kingston on Thames, Toll Collector June6é Sherwood & Balls, Essex 


Caasxe, Surgeon General Cunistorner Brapnewt, Stroud, Glos July1 Oliver, Corbet 
ct, Gracech 


Curssert, Tom, —— York, Horse Dealer June 260 Davis, Hull 

Davip, Wrut1am, Hyde Parktrree July2 Ayrton & Biscoe, Surrey st, Strand 

Davies, Witu1am, Ivington, Leominster May 31 Gosling, Leominster 

Davis, Ricuarp, Brailes, Warwick June5 Hancock & Co, Shipston on Stour 
Dawrtor, THomas, Derby June 30 Hankinson & Meakin, Derby 

Dzacoy, Groncr Faepenicx, Hethersett, Norfolk June19 Kent & Son, Norwich 
Devey, Josern, Tuebrook, Liverpool July1 J Priest & Sons, Liverpool 

Dickinson, Tuomas, Hove, Sussex June 30 Wrentmore & Son, Bedford row 
Duxsurny, Wiuuram, Liverpool June24 Hall, Temple chmbrs 

Eowanvs, Joux, Liverpool, Bank Clerk June 19 Lowndes & Co, Liverpool 

Evays, Heyry, Warrington June 26 Browne, Warrington 

Futtwoop, Bexsamix, Upper Norwood June 24 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
aa = — Beavcuamr, Abbey road, Artist June 24 Mann & Taylor, New 


Haprie.p, Ricuarp, Wandsworth June28 Lindsay & Co, Old Jewry 

Have, James Layron, Blackheath June 14 Lioyd-Jones, Walbrook 

France, Grorncz Henny Haynvurst Haruvurst, Ystymeolwyn, Mon Junes Harrison & 
Winnall, Welshpool 

— Cucaras, Rainhill, Lancs, Wine Merchant June 25 Banks & Co, 

Hear, Berar, Radcliffe, Lanes, June1 Pickstone & Jones, Radcliffe 

Hopason, Joszru, Linthorpe, nr Middlesborough May 25 Carrick, Stokeslsy, Yorks 

LHota AxD, Jaws, Morecambe Augi Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster 

Howe, Steruen, Salford, Merchant’s Buyer June 22 Marson, Manchester 

Isaacs, Henny, Gordon st, Gordon sq July1 Davis, Basinghall et 

Jacxsox, Levi, Glossop, Derby, Rope Manufacturer June 26 Ellison, Glossop 

Jowzs, Many Axxz Anwvt, Southampton July 10 Gold & Co, Denbigh 

McKzxcow, Rosert, Brighton, Wine Merchant June15 Nye, Brighton 

Masox, Wii1i1am, Leighton Buzzard June12 Gray & Co, Staple inn 

Mus, Tuomas, Oldham June 16 Smith, Oldham 

Mityes, Cuantes, Dewsbury, York, Butcher July1 Hirst, Dewsbury 

Movwesez, Rovekrt, Chesterfield, Derby, Hatter July12 Stanton & Walker, Chester- 


Momrorp, Mary, Hertford Heath, Herts July1 Rivington & Son, Fenchurch bldgs 
Norwoop, Joux, Beckenham Juneil Simpson & Co, Southwark et, Borough 
O’Newt, Exviza Auetia, Edgbaston June 16 Bickley & Co, Birmingham 


Oostervern, Freperick Wituram Rupotes, Water lane, Great Tower st June 15 
Pritchard & Sal: hurch st 


Ovirr, Connetius Wiii1am, Commercial rd East June 23 Keene & Co, Seething lane 

Pezansox, Gono, Market Drayton, Salop, Solicitor June24 Garside, Market Drayton 
Psat, Water Scorr, West Kensington June 24 Croase & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
Pirt, sane West Gorton, Manchester, Licensed Victualler June 24 Sutton & Co, 


PoyxsetT, a Kensington June1s8 Clarke & Co, Old Broad st 

Putman, Susanna Exizaseru, Wellington, Somerset June 15 Sweet & Son, Taunton 

Reav, Axx, Newcastle upon Tyne May 31 Clark, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Rovers, Axx, Liverpool June 30 Webster, Liverpool 

Rocrnrs, Joszru Rossrrs, Kilburn July 1 Barker, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Russe.t, Etaas, Norfolk, Dealer June4 Reed & Wayman, Downham Market 

Simow, Henman Isaac, Hampstead June 16 Morley & Co, Gresham House 

Starter, Jonx, Elton, Bury, Lancs June 1 Pickstone & Jones, Bury 

Srriacs, Joux, Oxton, Nottingham June12 Burton & Briggs, Nottingham 

—* — Marine Engineer, Forest Gate, Essex June 12 Taylor & Taylor, New 

Sroxzs, — Southampton, Naval Pensioner June 20 Buchanan & Hurd, 
Basinghall st 


Summers, E.izaneru, Chertsey June 19 Beaumont & Co, Chancery lane 

Tayior, Witt1aM Joux, Ealing June 30 Wrentmore & Son, Bedford row 

Tuonxnuax, Witt1am, Stanwix, nr Carlisle June 21 Hayton & Simpson, Cockermouth 
Tasers, —2 New Mills, nr Sessay, Vorks, Farmer June24 Faber & Co, Stockton 


ees, 
Was, Wixu1am Wexsory, Kingston upon Hull July 20 Watson & Co, Hull 


Warns, Fronence Besse, Manly, nr Sydney, New South Wales June 15 Powell & 
Skues, Eseex st, Strand 
Wayrs, Auiine, Leamington, Corn Dealer June 24 Wright & Hassalls, Leamington 


Weosren, Extex, Cranbrook, Kent May 29 Hinds & Son, Goudhurst 
—— Ricnarp, High Bentham, York, Provision Dealer June 30 Thompson, Man- 


Woottert, Atraep, Sandgate, Kent, Butcher June 12 Smith & Hudson, Mark 
Youne, Sipwey Wiii1am, Lewisham May 31 Rackham & Sayer, Norwich 


London Gasette.—Turspay, May 18. 
Barr, Witu1am, Sheffield June 16 Addy, Sheffield 
Baoutey, Amanpa, Hart’s hill, nr Dudley June2t Deeley, Dudley 
Canren, Sanau, Blackheath June18 Rexworthy & Co, Cheapside 
Cuarmam, Manta, Scarborough June2l W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scarborough 
Cooxsox, Tuomas, Lytham, Lancs June25 W & R Ascroft, Preston 


Cam, Maser —— Pater, Kingston on Thames June 21 James Edgell, 
ingston on 
Sten Witu1am, Dilham, Norfolk, Farmer June 11 Wilkinson, North Walsham 


eae Rev Anc mIBALD Jauxs, Mathon, nr Malvern, Worcester June 14 Phillips & 


Dowson, Jans, Edgbaston June 30 Canning & Canning, Birmingham 
Evays, Jane, Lanfairfechan June 26 Glynne Jones, Bangor 
Goovr, Bexsamixy Witttam, Edgbaston June 19 Unett & Co, Birmingham 


Garusnawez, Extty Many, Bedford July 1 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Save, Cunistoraer Stuant, York trree, Regent’s Pk June 30 Surr & Co, Abchurch 


Heywoop-Lo: ue, Antnun Pemsrrroy, Sha June 29 Gibbons & 
a z, vington, Salop 


Hitrox, Joux, Oldham July1 Hilton, Oldham 

Hoppryorr, Evizasets Axx, Witham Friary, Somerset June? Hopkins, Devizes 

Hurrox, Tuomas, Bingley, York, Cab Proprietor June 14 Bedford, Bingley 

Kensaaw, James, Ashton under Lyne June 12 Lord, Manchester 

Krazy, Rev Henny Taomas Muagpocn, Mayfield, Sussex June 21 Farrer & Co, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 


McGrecor, Axpaew, North Sunderland June 18 Douglas, Alnwick 

Marxsy, Hewry, Coleman st Junel4 Markby & Co, Coleman st 

Mixier, Witt1am Heap, Barnard Castle, Durham, Commercial Traveller June7 Daw- 
=n, Barnard Castle 


Morse, Ex:zasetu, Chelsea June 18 Bonney, Chelsea 

Nixp, Gzoncz, Wandsworth June 30 Corsellis & Co, Wandsworth 

Pzacocx, Racue., Bradford Juneié Trewavas & Massey, Bradford 

Pzansox, Wii11am, Newcastle upon Tyne, Iron Plate Worker June 30 Gibson & Co, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 


Perens, pesrane Avexanver Geoncs, Bentley, Hants July 13 Smith & Son, Farni- 


Quick, — St Just, Cornwall June 10 Chellew, St Ives 

Rawsox, Rosa Sternens, Bangalore, India June 12 Sinnott, Bristol 

Coorzr, Hzxzy, Hampstead June25 GB Howard & Fenner, Grays inn sq 

Rayment, Witiiam 4 Lewiston, Niagara, New York, US A June 30 Eastwood 

& Go, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Rexp, Jony, Liverpool June 30 Snowball & Co, Liverpool 

Ricuarpsoy, Gzores, Kingston upon Hall June 30 Colbeck & Thompson, Hull 

Ricumoyp, Tomas, Oswaldtwistle, Lancs May 31 Sprake, Accrington 

Rippe.t, Jou» Reaixaup, Morthoe, Devon Junel4 Harris & Co, Coleman st 

Sov, Davip Paice, Haverfordweet, Chemist June 22 Eaton & Co, Haverford- 

— — * ba hay ng on ee rape | Camperdown, nr Sydney, New South Wales 

Suacxuetoy, Joux, Midgley, York, Farmer June il Osborne, Rochdale 

Surru, Janz, Brompton June 80 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 

Srasie, Janz Exvizasers, Southborough, Kent June 11 Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, 
Pall Mall East 


Syxes, Tsomas, Scarborough June2i W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scarborough 
Terry, Jaues, Brixton June2l Bruce & Co, Old Jewry 
Warnwaicut, Grorcs, Boot Dealer, Birmingham June5 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Wuires, Avexaypes, Stapleford, Nottingham June 24 Carter, Nottingham 
London Gazette —Futpay, May 21. 

Ayprrw, Mary Axx, Mile End Aug 31 Hollams & Co, Mincing lane 
Arrwoop, Joszrn, Old Hill, Staffs, Butcher June4 Cooksey, Old Hill 
Brappor, Witi1am Crope, Bath June 24 Cowland & Chowne, Gedford row 
— Gronon Catvert, Weston ‘super Mare, Commercial Traveller July 3 

ansbrough & Co, Weston super Mare 
Burnsivz, Witi1am Jouyx, Lombard st July 31 Harries & Co, Nicholas lane 
Burxoven, James, Chelsea June 30 Church & Co, Bedford row 
Carst, Susan, Birmingham June10 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
Crooxs, Janz, East Finchley June 30 Boxall & Boxall, Chancery lane 
Dewrtox, Epwanp, Ripponden, nr Halifax June 22 Ruddock, Ripponden 
Dockets, Gronox, Goole, York, Farmer July7 England & Son, Goole 
Fur.oxe, Jnues, Maldon, Essex, Plumber June 30 Filer, Gore rd, Victoria Park 
Gentica, Huco Frayz Rupotr, Clapton July3 Moodie & Son, Basiaghall avue 
Gorro, Epwarpv, Hampstead July 20 Armitage & Chapple, Bishopsgate street Within 
Guxst, the Rev Tuomas Isaac, Brighton June 22 Woodward, Nottingham 
Hawtey, Wiiu1am Deanman, Milverton, Leamington June 24 Wright & Hassalls, 


Heap, Georor, Dibsbury, nr Manchester July1 A & G W Fox, Manchester 

Hu, Joux Nows, Fairfield, Liverpool, Architect June 28 Wright & Co, Liverpool 
Hoorsr, Rev Tuomas, Heyshott Rectory, Sussex Junel2 Johnson & Son, Midhurst 
Jacxsox, Gronox, Cheetham, Manchester June 21 Orrell, Manchester 

Joxzs, Jonx, West Kirby, Chester, Builder June 19 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Kyrrix, Davin, Liverpool July 1 Masters & Rogers, Liverpool 

Large, Mary, Scarborough July 3 Turnbull &8on, Scarborough 

McCasz, Tomas, Atherton, Lancs, Innkeeper July 19 Carr, Atherton 

— ay Hayrwoop, Old Kent rd, Jobmaster June 24 Apps & Son, South sq, 


's inn 
Parry, Tuomas, Oxford ter, HydeParn July1 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, Port- 


an 

Rossers, Joun Hanzais, Brighton June 30 Mills & Co, Brunswick pl, City rd 

Rontxsox, Hexry Braxp, Pentonville, Telegraph Clerk June 1 Willett & Sandford, 
Arundel st, Strand 


Rorurry, Cuances, Halifax, Pipe Manufacturer June 24 Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 
Rupixe, Water, Clapham, Author June 30 Colyer & Colyer, Wych st, Strand 
Saver, Faxwy Saran, Great Yarmouth June 18 Wiltshire & Son, Great Yarmouth 
Seppox, E.izanern, Southport June1S Hope & Garstang, Wigan 

Gunn, Bev Jous Tuomas, West Wratting, Cambridge June 10 Graham, Haverhill, 


Sreruensox, Witt1am Crank, South Shields June2i Scott, South Shields 
Sronr, Epwarp Gresiey, Cheltenham June3 Moores & Romnoy, Tewkesbury 
Surcurers, Tuomas, Warrington July 3 Browne, Warrington 

Tayvor, Josian, Hampton Wick July3 Sherrard, Gresham st 

Topp, Mrs Hesmerra, Clifton, Bristol June2?2 Crook, Bristol 





Warts, Mrs Saran’ Oxford July 1 Street & Co, Linooln’s ian fields 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALuisox, Jonx Henry Siasworrn, and Corusert Pouyrper, 
Hartlepool, Joiners Sunderland Pet May 14 
pes, Tain —— Saddler Salisbury Pet 


May 21 Ord May 
Baskervitie, Jounx Atraro, bt yy Glam, Oil 


er Cardiff Pet Ma Golden 
Baskett, Herserr Frank, a. den sq, Butcher 
h Pet May 21 Ord May 2 

Buren & Sox, J H, Manchester, Manufacturing Stationers 
Manchester Pet May 6 Ord May 20 

Cawre, Cuartes Artuur, Landport, Baker Portsmouth 
Pet May 19 Ord May 19 

Coox, Epwarp — Ryhall, hy Butcher Peter- 

et May 22 Ord May 

Corsox, Jon, ‘Sheffield, Travelling , Chesterfield 
Pet April 29 Ord May 22 

Creaszer, Georce Mixxs, Or , York, Tob ist 

York Pet May 21 Ord May 2 

Davies, Witt1am, Quaker’ s Yard, “baker Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Fysu, Herserr Witttiam, Shi —— Norfolk, Miller Nor- 
wich Pet May 22 Ord 

St Albans Pet 


Gaagment, Exocn, — ene, Grocer 
Goong, Vnaaau, Tyaewyad, Glam Cardiff Pet May 20 
Ord May 20 





May 21 Ord May 


y 
Greyxixctox, Epwarp, Ruabon, Denbighs, Ironmonger 
rex Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Guatraki, AvuGusTo, —— Engineer High Court 
Pet April 26 Ord May 

Hawxswortn, Eowarp 4 ward “ St Luke’s High 
Court Pet April27 Ord May 

Hewitt, Hewry, Southrepps, Nowtalk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Hots, lll. K — Nottingham Nottingham 
Pet May 20 ay 

Ivouam, —— Altrincham. Chester, Journalist Man- 
chester 4 f= Ord May 22 

Incuam, BL, est Kirby, oe Contractor Bir - 
kenhead Pet May 22 Ord May 

Jortixo, Tuomas, — — Durham, "lew Durham Pet 
May 21 May 22 

Litcarie.p, Joux WILLIAM, Liverpool, News Agent Liver- 

Pet — 20 Ord May 20 

Lovs, Wii11am Henry, Cowes, I of W, Fishmonger New- 
port May 22 ‘Ord May 22 

Mau.rxsoy, Sanau Ayn, Bradford, Milliner Bradford Pet 
May19 Ord May20 

Martix, Narnaniet James, Stoke, Davssoent, General 
Dealer Plymouth Pet May 20 Ord May 

Mayes, Louis, Gt Portland st "High Court Pet May 21 
Ord May 21 


y 
*8 Ricuarp, Meshaw, Daven, Farmer Barnstaple Pet 
28 


May 2 
— —— Ardwick, Manchester Manchester Pet 


May 2 
Pann, ge Balham, Builder 
Ord Ma: 


y 20 

Paxry, Davip, Llangollen, Grazier 
19 Ord May 19 

Piaistowsg, Richanrp, and Faayx Marruew Extis Prais- 
tows, Rickmansworth, Herts, and Southwark, Hop 
Merchants HighCourt Pet May20 Ord May 21 

Rawutscs, Connetivs Epcar, 8t Soman, Gloucester, 
Publican Pet May 21 Ord May 

Roserts, Wit.iam, Hereford, Saddler Hereford Pet 


May 19 Ord May 19 
Rosey, Joux, Melbourne, Derbys, Market Gardener 
Derb Ord May 22 
Cornwall, 


et May 22 
Wakefield 


Wandsworth Pet April7 
Wrexham Pet May 


Mason 


Pet 


y 

Surra, Jonx Kiov, Perranzabuloe, 
Truro Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Sowvex, Reveex, Wakefield, Auctioneer 
May 20 Ord May 20 

Searroazp, Wiitiam Cueistorner, East Stoke, Notts, 
Farmer Nottingham Pet May19 Ord May 22 

Sroxes, Hzwey Petnam, Edgbaston Birmingham Pet 
May7 Ord May 22 

Tuomas, Davin Wituiams, Tonypandy, oe Beer Dealer 

idd Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Tuomas, Kosent Eva, Cheltenham, Coal Merchant Chel- 
tenham Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Watprers, Isaac Joux, Liandilo, Grocer Carmarthen Pet 
May 20 Ord May 20 

wa Autrrep Savace, Carnarvon, Plumber Bangor 

~—— Ord May 22 

Warr m.t14m, Wigan, Hatter Wigan Pet May 20 

2 

icuagp, and Samver Wit11aMs, Pentraeth, 

Ord May 


Pet 


— 
lesey, Farmers Bangor Pet May 10 
2 
Woop, Ayvzew Sauvet Hewrex, Norwich Norwich 
Aprilé Ord May 21 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aus, Sauvet, Kew, Cornall, Farmer June 3at12 Off 
Boscawen st, Truro 

Baporr, Wit114s, — Dairyman June 1 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Salisi 

Bauxartt, Atraep, "Telegraph st Junelati2 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Betcuze, Hexeeer Hexey, Camden Town, * Merchant 
Jane 1 at2.00 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Biriurwouan, Atpert, Quarry k, Stafford, c ‘Chain Manu- 
facturer June 1 at 2 W R Skelding, Auctioneer, 


Beoox, Wuziam, Hanley, Staffs, Butcher June 1 at 10.15 
Townhall, 


Cuapogetox, Hexszer, Hurleston, nr Nantwich, Farmer 
June 4 at 10.45 Hotel, Crewe 
Cazasen, Grorce Misxs, York, Tobacconist June 4 at 

at12.15 Off Rec, 2, Btonegate, York 


seer Mtr y | he ey Dowlais, Glamorgan, Baker June 

lati2 ee st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Ferris, | hg Ba Dairy Keeper June2 at12 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, Corn st, ¥ F Bristol 

Goutp, Heyry, Manchester, Physician June 2 at 3 Off 

, Byrom st, Manchester 

Gu ATTARI, Aveusto, Harlesden, Engineer June 2 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Guez, Fraps Victor, West — Merchant June 
latil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Harais, Atnert Jonx, Northam. Devon, — June 
lat1.15 The King’s Arms Hotel, 

Harris, Atrrep Samvet, Moss Side, — alll House 
Furnisher June 1 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmb' rs, 
Queen st, Oldham 

Jaaos, Antuur Georcr, Danbury, Essex, Licensed Vic- 
tualler June? at 1.30 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Jaxtys, ALrrep Witiiam, Luton, ., Butcher June 4 
atll Off Rec, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Jaxins, Faeperick Atrrep Artuvr, Luton, Beds, Butcher 
June4atll Off Rec, St Paul’s sq. ord 

Jouyson, Cuarces{H, Silverdale, Staffs, Clothier June 1 
at 10.30 Town Hall, Hanley 

Jonsson, Joun, North Shields, Builder June 9 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st Newcastle on Tyne 

Kine, Tuomas Cuartes, Lewisham High rd, Auctioneer 
June 1 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London bridge 

McIntyre, Cuartes Joux, Cardiff, Engineer June 3 at 
11.30 , 29, Queen st, Cardi: 

Matutnson, Saran Asx, Bradford, Milliner June 3 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Mayy, Grorce, Southampton, Furniture Dealer 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 4 East st, Southampton 

Mock, Ricuarp, Meshaw, Devons, Farmer June 1 at 1.30 
King’s Arms Hotel, Barnstaple 

Newroyr, Josern Lewis, Sneinton, Notts, Baker June 1 
at12 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Nicxe.s, Wiittam, St John’s Wood, Hosier June 1 at 2,30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, st 

Pearson, James Fietcuer, Bradford, Leather Merchant 
June 2at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Per —* Tuomas, Luton, Revenue Officer June 4 at 12 Off 


June 2 


Rec, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Powsi1, Joun Martiy, Milford Haven, Stationer June 1 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Rawttixos, Conerivs Epear, St George, Gloucester June 
2at12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Roserts, Rosert, Barmouth, Merioneths, Grocer June 3 
at 12.30 Corsygedol Hotel, Barmouth 

Surrn, Harry, Canton, Cardiff, Builder June3ati11 Off 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Surrn, Heyry, Southampton, Builder June 3 at 3.30 Off 
Ree, 4, East st, Sout! pton 

Srrope, Wavrer Esser, Yeovil, Baker Junelatil Off 
Ree, Salisbury 

Taytor, James, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Commission 
Agent June lati12 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Txempceton, Hexry Tsomas Norearr, | London rd, Butcher 
June 2ati1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tennayt, Wititam, Hanley, Staffs, Commission Agent 
June latil Townhall, Hanle 

Tuorytoyx, Caantes Hewsry, Halifax, Mechanic June 23 
at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Wess, Tou, Romsey, Hants, Butcher June2at4.15 Off 
Rec, 4, East st, Southampton 

Wetprs, Feanx, Greenhill, Worcester June 3 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Wenvyss, Joux E:xiort, Gosforth, Grocer June 3 at 10.30 
Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Westox, Ricuarp, Alfreton, Derby, Timber Merchant 
June 1 at 2.30 Off Rec, 40, St Mary’s gate, Derby 

Wuarrtte, WViraaau, Wigan, Hatter Junelat10 Court 
house, King st, Wigan 

Witxrysox, Rotiix, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer June 


2at 11 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 21: 


Biaxev., Arravr Crisp, Gt Yarmouth, Hay Dealer May 
29 at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


A..isoyx, Joux Heyny Sicsworts, and Curuserr Pounper, 
, Joiners Sunderland Pet May 14 Ord 


4 Witntam Epwis, Reading, pm, Corn Dealer 
Reading Pet Apri(29 Ord May 
Baskervitie, Joux ALrrep, Witcharch, Glam, Oil Dealer 
Cardiff Pet May 20 Ord ‘ay 20 
Biascuarp, Caartes Natruanrer, Burgess Hill, Sussex, 
Printer Brighton Pet April 29 Ord May 20 
Brows, Huex L pty Derby, Bank Clerk Derby Pet 
Mar 31 Ord May 22 
Cawre, Cuartes Arraver, Lantigert, Baker Portsmouth 
Pet May 19 Ord May 16 
Cuasten, Wattrer Grovey, Piccadilly High Court Pet 
Jan 20 Ord May 19 
Cuisnoim, Au — Canning Town High Court Pet 
May3 Ord May 
Coox, hn yom ha ‘Ryhall, Rutlands, Butcher Peter- 
borough Pet May 21 —— 
Creaser, Georce Mixxs, York, Tobacconist York Pet 
May 21 Ord May 21 
Dave, © ‘5 Quaker’s Yard, Glam, Baker Merthyr 
Tydfil ay 20 Ord May 20 
FiatTau, Bed, arnford court, Throgmorton st Hizh 
Court Pet Feb 27 Ord May 21 
Frou, Heeserrt Wittiam, Shi » Norfolk, Miller 
Norwich Pet May 21 Ord May 22 
Goopoe, Wiiuam, Tyoewydd, clam, Assistant Butcher 
Cardiff Pet May 20 Ord May 
Gazsixotoxs, Eowarp, Ruabon, Denbighs, Ironmonger 
Wrexham PetMay18 Ord May 18 
Hewitt, Hexay, —— Norfolk, Farmer 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Houwis. Fuentes —— Bulwell, Nottingham Not- 
ham Pet 20 Ord May 20 


Norwich 





Ixcuam, ALrRep, Altrincham, ——— Manchester 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 





Inouam, ne gy West Kirb: ag. 
Birkenhead May 22 ©: 

Jaxins, ALFRED Wane, _~ Bettocd, Butcher Laton 
Pet May 1 May 20 

Jaxtys, Faeperick Avrrep Arravr, 22 Bedtord. 
Butcher Luton Pet May 17 Ord May 

— Tuomas, pies, Durham, Joiner | Pet 

y2 


y 

Luuuey, Rm, ALGERNON, — st, Regent st High 
Court Pet April10 Ord Ma = he 

Mauurvsoy, SAnau Any, Bradf Milliner Bradford Pet 
Pet May 19 Ord May 20 

Masrix. Nataanie. Sas, 5 Devonport, General 
Dealer Plymouth Pet May20 Ord May 20 

oven, Lown, Ss Portland st High Court Pet May 2 

y 

raw Copthall bldgs High Court Pet Feb 15 
0 19 

NELSson, in ARD, — Manchester Manchester Pet” 
May 20 Ord May 

Paucar, Groce — Beak st, t st, Restaura | 
teur High Court Pet April12 Ord May 22 

Pgacock, Joun Penper, Manchester, or a Case Maker 
Manchester Pet April7 Ord May 

Piumpron, Atrrep Witu14m Epwaro, — RRL avenue, 
Camden rd, Musical Director High Court Pet Mar 
24 Ord May 19 

Raatz, Water, a, Furniture Dealer Swanse 
Pet Nov 23 Ord May 

Ritey, Witi1am Hewry, "Southwark, Brassfounder High 
Court Pet Mar12 Ord May 

— WVruaau, Hereford, — Hereford Pet 
May 19 Ord May 19 

Rosey, Joun, Melbourne, — Market Gardener Derby 
Pet May 22 Ord May2 

Sura, Joun Kipp, —S Cornwall, Mason Truro 
Pet May 22 Ord Ma 

Sowpen, Revusey, Wakil, Auctioneer Wakefield Pet 
May 20 Ord May 

Sprarrorp, —— Guaierores, East "4 Notts, Farmer 
Nottingham Pet May19 Ord May 22 

Tarscorr, Witu1am W, —— Shipowner Liverpool 
Pet Mar 26 Ord Ma 

Temptetoy, Henry — NorGarte, — rd, Butcher 

h Court Pet April 29 Ord May 

Tuomas, Davip WILLIAMS, mm my Giam, Beer Dealer 
Pontypridd Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Tuomas, Ropert Evan, tenha 
Cheltenham Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Watters, Isaac Jonx, Liandilo, Grocer Carmarthen © 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Warven IB —“ sq High Court Pet Marit 
Ord May 20 


y 20 
Wen, Zose. te Edgware, Butcher High Court Pet April 
y 20 


Wuire, Atrrep Savacz, Carnarvon, Plumber Bangor” 
Pet ~—= Ord May 22 
heer = 5 — Wigan, Hatter Wigan Pet May 9 


' 
London Gazette.—Fripay, May 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Banser, Witi1am Coryetivus, —228 ire Mattres 
Maker Warrington Pet May 26 Ord ba 26 

Beacock, Joun WaAppINGHAM, a — Lincs, Builder” 
Gt Grimsby Pet May 26 Ord i hl 

Bennett, Jonx, Guilford st, R Marble, &, 
Worker High Court Pet ” April 21 On May 18 

Bentox, Wit.1aMm, Chesterfield, Hay Dealer Chi 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Buare, Samvet, St Helens, Lancs, Grocer Liverpool Pé 
April 29 Ord May 24 

Bricxett, H, king ~ Essex, Builder High Court 


Pet May 1 * Ma 
* — Cornhill, Stockbrokers High 
Pet May 7 Ord May 24 
Bowsers Joseru Dry, Tottenham, Agent High Coust 
et May 24 Ord — 24 
chain —— ae India Broker High 
Pet April 2 Ford 3 May 
Cuppvepitcu, Gitpert Roserr, Ge ‘Grimsby, Confectioner 
Gt Grimsby Pet May 24 Ord May 
Davies, Danien, Hop wn, nr Pontyprid, Butcher 
Pontypridd Pet May 24 Ord May 
Fexwick, Tuomas Henry, West — Journeymaa 
Joiner Sunderland Pet May25 Ord May 25 
Fivier, Roserr Fosrss, Beverley, York, Farmer Ki 
ton upon Hull Pet May 10 Ord May 26 
Gairvsox, Acan, West Hartlepool, Hatter Sunder 
Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
Hanrrvur, AxpRew — Bedford, Baker Bedford 
May 24 Ord May 
Hewirt, Joux, Southwell, Notts, Stonemason Notti 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
Hottanp, Joux, Earlestown, Lancs, Butcher’s Assi 
Warrington Pet May 8 Ord May 25 
How —— on 8t Maughans, —— Bla 
Mon_ Pet May 2 24 Ord May 24 
Homans, Worsley, Lancs, —— Agent & 
Pet May 24 Ord May 
J esuinug, Huet Leis ‘Take Merchant 


See tit ee ed 


fee eee 


Le 
RN eS! 


FRPP <sa7 7 


Hor. * 


hse tee wR 


— "Tous, Ged May 26 Surgeon Liverpool 


y 25 
Rzzp, be LF Hewyry, — * Glos, Collier @ 
R — ee —— Cabinet Maker 
icHanps, Regs G ins 
diff Pet May 25 Ord May 25” 
— oa Swansea, hn Swansea Pet May 
0: y 24 


Bronson Janes, Manchester Manchester Pet May® 

Or i 

Tanne, — Tou, Ladywood, eninghom, ; 
ham Pet May 26 Ord May 

oy James, 8t —— avnue, Fleet A —2 Court 

24 


y 
Vittas, Harey, Chrehdows, Glos, Farmer Glo 
Pet April 29 Ord Ma 


S 


<n —* 
UREA aN ee 





Cheshire, Contractor 


Merchant — 


rer TRE 


We 


— 


J 





897. 
Contractot 
tcher Luton : 
1, Bedford, 
oom. Pet 
High 
radford Pe 
rt, General 
Pet May 21 

Pet Feb 15 
chester Pet 









it st 


it, Restaura. 
22 


Case Maker 


ano avenue, 


t Pet Mar 
r Swansea 
High 
eford Pe 
lener Derby 
fason Truro 
kefield Pet 


nder 


otts, Farmer 
r Liverpool 
rd, Butcher 
Beer Dealer 
| Merchant 
Carmarthen 
Pet Mar 7 
t Pet April 
ber Bangor 
Pet May 9 


. 


ire Mattres 
‘ay 26 
nes, Builder 
Marble, &, 
May 18 
Chesterfield 
verpool Pe 
High Court 
rokers High 
High Court 
jroker High 
Confections 


idd, Butcher 


Jone 
= 4 King» 
Sunderland 
Bedford Pa 
son Notting- 
er’s Assistant 
, Blackemiii 
2 Agu Sal 
ot Leieec 
iverpool Pe 
Yollier Glow 
Maker Ca 
Pet May # 
+ Pet Mayt 
im, Machinist 
igh Court Bal 
e Gloucest 








- Wourzy, Hexny Georo 
= herd Kidderminster” 


Ine 
Of Reo, Manch 
. Mayers, Epuvunp, Ossett, Yor! 
at3 Off Rec, Bank chm’ 


| June's; — 
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. Warrs, Joun Moszery, —7 Notts, Printer’s 

N bet Me Ord Ma: : 

Warrenouse, Benxsauim, Eccles, Mariner Balford Pet 
May 25 Ord 

Hartlebury, Worcester, Shep- 


Pet May24 Ord May 24 


—— Ser et peak in the | 
Gazette o y 25 


Hous, Fe — ym Nottingham Nottingham 


ORDER mies RECEIVING ORDER AND 
DISMISSING PETITION. 
Boman BER, Ferax Avaust, Fore st, Merchant 
met July 4, 1906 Ord Aug 6, 1806 Rese and aa | ane 
13, ot 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

s, Witt1am Epwix, Reading, Berks, Corn Dealer 
ee at 1.15 Cosente Soom eomag 
Avaustus, Davip Jo —— Traveller 

June 5 at 11.30 On enc 4, Q st, Carmarthen 
Banwes, Joseru, Holbeck, Leeds Son l0atil Off Ree, 
row, 


bd Joux Atrrep, Whitchurch, Oil Dealer 
June 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen 
sq, Butcher 


Basxert, Th Faawnx, Brewer st, Gol 
kru: bigs, Carey st 
es, Lancs June 4 at 3.30 


June 4 
of Byrom st, ; 
iaacmee, Maen Day, Tottenham,Agent June 4 at H 
bldgs, Carey st 


Caursett, Roszrt, Altrincham, Joiner June 4 at 2.30 
2 st, Manchester 


Baker June 
igh st, Ports- 


Gemnaw Joux. Wrexham, Wine Merchant June 5 at 
11.80" The rexham 
Draper June 4at 3 


— tia, tley, Mocthantberiend, Accountant 
June 9 om 30, Mosley st, Noweastle on 
e— Exon, W ‘ord, Herts, Grocer June 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chm! 
—— Epwasp, Cefn, ar 
Sat 11. — 
Mo dy | 


2.30 2, Offa 
ersfield, Blacksmith June 4 at 11 
T — —— _ a J 
tsor, 'Homas Epwarp, po: le une 11 
at 12 Off Reo, 35, Victoria we Li 
Hawxsworrts, Epwagp Jars, ‘Ola st, ae Picture 
Frame Manufacturer Bankruptcy 


Bury, AL Josern 


Cawre, Coantes Arrnur, Landport, Han 
< at 3.30 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, 


Corsox, som, = 
Off 


June 4 at 1 


: Carey st 
mararr, Yous * Notts, ~ yo June 5 at 11 


‘eter’s Church 
Horwoop, Tsomas, Bremhill, b ny June 5at 11.30 Off 
Rec Cricklad: 


Atrrep, Ali 
Rag Merchant June 4 


chmbrs, 
Manmors, Frepericx LanHam, no Tailor June 
5atll Off Rec, 46, Cricklade st, Swindon 


Mayzn, Lous, Gt st June4at2.30 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey 


st 
Mrrcug.i, Eowarp Heyny, West Bridgford, Notts, Hard- 
ware Dealer June5at12 Off Rec, 8t Peter’s Church 


R N 
Newsox ag Manchester June 4 at 3.45 
Off B: Manch 


yrom st, hester 
Noxrmax, Jonx Auraep, Cardiff, Baker Junel0atll Off 
Ree, 29, st, Cardiff 


Queen 
—— Joaxru, Land Picture Frame Maker June 4 
: at3 Off Rec, Cam Jnetn, High st, Portamou 
Paice, Joux, Glascomb, , Farmer June9at2 Off 
Rec, Heref: 


Rosgrts, Witu1AM, Hereford, Saddler June 8 at3 2, Offa 
st, Hereford 


arr Joux, Melbourne, Derbys, Market Gardener June 
- at 12 Of Reo, 40, St Mary's gate, 
Perranzabuloe, Uo 


— Joun K — ys June 
5 at 12.30 Off Reo, Boscawen st, Truro 

Sowpex, Revpex, Wakefield, Auctioneer June4at11 Of 
Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

_ Bearrogp, Wittiam CuristToruer, * Stoke, Notts, |. 

—— Juns 4at3.30 Off Rec, 8t Peter’s Church 

Grant, Gronon. th Shields June 9 at 1% Off Ree, 34, | 

on 


st, Ni 

Tarton, Geonos Perea, Acton Junedat3 Off Rec, 
st, Manchester 

**7 Josnru ——— — Fitter June 16 at 3 


s, Ataexr Bown, Pentyrch, nr Clerk J 
10 at 8 Off Reo, 29, Queen st, Cardi : e & 


Saoges, Buns ensan ydd, nr Caerphilly. Glam, 
Butcher June 4 at'3 — High st, Merthyr Taal 
Watrens, Isaac — Grocer 

Witttams, Ricuarp, and Samuet Pie - 57 


June 4 Rail wa 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Banse’ Wrasas pe —2— Wire Natives) 
Maker May 26 } 
Rees, — —— Lines, Builder 


heen Witian, 
Chesterfield Pet 


Buayerrt, Josern Day, Tottenham Court Pet Ma: 
2% Ord May _ . 


Conzn, Marks st, Provision Dealer High 
Court. Pot May 7 a 
iTcH, GILBERT pesuse, Sout 
Great Grimsby Anny 2 ay 24 
Davies, Danret, Butcher 
Ord 3 May 24 
Joiner Sun- 


Pexwick, Taomas yh West 
derland nat A 2 





Ho i 
* cee a aa Bal- 
Jouxsox, CHARLES Staffs, Clothier Hanley 


Love Winnie HowaeOoan, I of W, Fishmonger New- 
22 Ord May 22 


Turner’s 
Wells Pet mat 38 Ord 


Moor, Hionann, 1 —— Barnstaple Pet 
Noruer, Wraias Asenony, Set Wate, Hants South- 
Pet May 5 Ord Ord Ma: May 28 
Pann, Jonx, ‘andsworth Pet April 6 
—— 
Pencevat, Avan Srzxcer Dupiey, St James’s st High 
Court Pet Feb 20 May 25 
Perms, Wuaau Hexnr, and” Joun Pera _ 
‘ounders Walsall bag nd Ord 
Frame Maker” Porte- 


Mazgxwicx, Huen Suerna: 
Miller 


Psrers, Jossru, Land; 
mouth Pet May ior, Fis May 26 
myzLivus Eocar, 8t George, Glos Bristol; 
Ord May 
Regp, — ite, Ruardean Hill, Glos, Collier Gloucester 
Pet May 25 


y 
Ron oe Grocer Aber- 
ystwith Pet Ma 12 Ord May 24 


Srevens, von, S. —— > tate Ironmonger Ply- 


— Janes, Bride's avuc, Flock High Court Pet 
May 24 Ord May 24 


Raw.ines, —* 
Pet May 





‘a Hora 
Wernme, gue Gaetan 
OLLBY. EORG 
wo ee So 

ootr, Epwarp 
Edmonton Pet June165 Ord May 26 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—Tunspay, June 1. 
Aston, Wit1t14Mm, Handsworth, Staffs, Surgeon Birming- 
ham Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
Besainotox, Luxe Cuarves, Bradford, Comedian Brad- 

ford Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
no Euiza ——— Norwood Croydon Pet 
Sane —8 nr, Guildford Grocer Guildford Pet May 
29 Ord Ma: 
Buow x, OB, Colchester Colchester Pet April9 Ord 

¥ 29 
—— —— Norfolk Halifax Pet April 
Curtp, — Worcester Worcester Pet May 29 Ord 
Connick, Witt Dunvant, nr Swansea, Collier Merth 

— Ma Ord May 2 - 

Durris — “Leonards on ‘tationer Hastings 

mer S High Court Pet April 12 

Firtox, po WVriaaa Hill, Lancs, Contractor 
Manchester Luss, Cheatham Ord 


Gaeex, Saxon, Br —— Dealer High 
Insurance Manager High 


Garry, G F, 
Court 238 
+ Denbigh Port- 


G ———— 
RIFFITHS, WILLIAM ‘A 
madoc Pet May 27 Ord May 27 


n Court, Pet pone, Conmtation Agent Sigh 
nos Riona 
Nort Pot May 28 May 28 


— — Merthyr Tydfil 
H, Chertsey, Surrey Kingston, Surrey Pet 


— — a — North- 


ae —— — Ed- 





Pet Mr see Dans. 
Park Thornton Heath, Surrey, Gunmaker 
May29 Ord May 29 
Psrey, Kars, Cheltenham, Stationer Cheltenham Pet | Has, 
‘chester Pet May 5 Ord May 27 





a eS ae Wands- 
= agp, Armley, Leeds Leeds Pet May 28 
— a Stet Seek, Cee Tae 
Surry, Ouatns alington High Court Pet April7 Ord 
— — Cardiff, Furniture Dealer Cardiff 

Pet May 26 Ord 26 
Licensed Victualler Pem- 


Marble, &c., 
Carey st 
Hay Dealer June U at 





PR Valley, Glam — 24 at 11 

TLL ‘une 

Off Reo, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Hanrrvp, Axpaew J. Baker June 9 at 11,30 
7 = peng oo une 

Soon, Lancs July 9 at 10.45 Court 

Bone, Vere Saas & 

Huoues, Grones Consey, Nn ag Re Flint, Builder 

— why fey Newsagent June 
15 at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, 

Mazcwick, Huon Hill, near Bast 


Suernagp, Turner's 

Miller June 9 at 12.30 2%, Railway app, 

Moo: Parpsricx J Wotton under Edge, Glos, 
June dat 3 Swan Hotel, Wotton under Edge 

Regn, Ji ——— Collier June 8 
2 Hill, Glos, une 


Off Ree, rd, 
eRnoTT, Mary Axxe Ao Finchley, Laundry 
* Propritress June il at 3 fhe, 6 Templechaken, 
Sroxes, vy Pevuan, Birmingham June 


zox, James, Manchester, Spinner’s Agent 
June 16 at 2.30 Off Byrom st, Manchester 
Tomas, Davin W1tu1ams, , Glam, Beer Dealer 
June Sati2 65, High st, Tydfil 
Ev. Coal Merchant June 
— ax, Cheltenham, 
x, School Caretaker 
* —— ———— row, 
‘0’ onu Moretonhampstead, 
"oot Deal" Jue 3 aio OW Best Dolled 


oe mana June 9 at 12 


wi Pf li at? 
— om, lop June 


Haxary, Gloucester, Farmer Janeifat3 Bell 
Gloucester 


— Manchester 
Wouter, Herve Gsores, » Wores, 
Jame 8 at 12 Ivens & Morton, Solicitors, 


Amended notice substituted for that in the 


London Gazette of May 
omas, Rexs Mone. Glam, Butcher J: 
4at3 65, High st, F 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


, LUKe Bradford, Comedian Brad- 
pa ee os B 
Boaxitt, James Watres, and ALD MartiarD 


Cesubal, Stock: Becker Brokers High Court Pee May Oak 
canigheewcn, Worester Worcester Pet May 2 Ord 
— — Glam, Collier Merthyr 


— ——— — 
a Re 


ford 


= on Sea, Stationer Hastings 

Me! iM, Kensington, Merchant High 
— hme tems to 

Lianrwst, Deabighs Port- 


"Be ii oot Mar Bridgwater Pet May 


—— — 
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ar Agent Man- 


by, ck bake? 's Manager North- 
Baker Wands- 
26 Ord May 27 vi ts 


Browmnsos, Eowano, Armley, Leeda Leeds Pet May 28 
dear Arr. os Bedford, Painter Luton 


, Ladywood, Birmingham, Machinist 
sry Bal, Ord May 28 
TownsuErp, pot 1 _—— 
Boot Dealer Exeter Pet May 25 Ord 
— Epwarp Perer, res row, Solicitor High 
Court Pet May 28 Ord Ma 
Ha House, Portugal st High 


Weir, W Hamrtor 
Amended notice substituted 7 that — in the 
London Gazette of May 14 
Orzxsuaw, Gonos Herr, Old Trafford, nr Manchester, 
Plumber Salford Pet May10 Ord May 10 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 28 : 


Peacevat, Huon Srzexcer Dupier, St James’s st High 
Court’ Pet Feb 20 Ord May 25 


— , ~All 4 





All letters intended for publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Jowrnal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
ee eee eee Oe See 





WHY WOMEN ARE ATTRACTIVE. 
is one woman attractive and another not! It isn’t 


E 
E 





fy 
F 


; 


FES 


ii. 
a 
1 
re 


E 


z 


@ 


2 
g 
iu 


-“ 


efits 
i, 
hi 


2 
H 


$ 
: 
3 
B 
i 
* 


4 


l 


g 








PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing—large or small, 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL Newspaper. 
Authors advised with as to 1s to Printing and Publishing. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE sen MAKERS. 


Be Wise f the 
to Re Met Majeaty, the — — oO 


ROBES FOR — oem | COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law W! Gowns for Registrars, Town 
— and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Olergy Gowns 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, C CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


AUTHORITY. 





BY 


wry requisite under the above Acts on the 
Every req supplied 





The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
Tees print REE ORUPIFICATES, 

Py ae ee Ee ah — 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 


of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


EPPS’S COCOAINE. 


COOCOA-NIB EXTRAOT. 
(TEA-LIKE.) 
icest roasted nibs 7 ima of the 





when prepared wi Pom tolling 

of tea, of which it is now, _ many, beneficial 
the place. Its active princi 

stimulant, supplies the pried 
exciting m. Bold only in labelle 


BRAND & = F 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR WORKS 
VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. : 








SAVE 00 TO 75 PER CEN 


Buying Direct from the Manufacturers, 
THE DEED BOX SUPF 
COMPANY, 
29, TEMPLE 8T., WOLVERHAMPTC 
HUNDREDS OF TESTIMONIALS, " 
Two Recent Ovzs. 





9" 
pe ager, The Sig Dood Box ea Bor, Supply Company, 
ad at hin ee H. D. Pm @, ined 
London, W.C. 


ha op —— hich I 

mai wi am vi 

a = ours truly, H. D’ Boots 
The Deed Box Supply Company. 


: eee 
nthe» 


—— 





Stock Size, 30 by 17 by 
£5 10s. O44) 


~ May be made 
7" Order. 


ALPHABET CASE ees 
moaned 
love Oe pring 





JUDICATURE FORM 0 
19 long ly aa 
£1 10s, 04, 


12 Comp. 
time Bd 
£1 Os. Od, 
SPECIAL LINES IN BALLOT BOXES. 
REGISTERED FOLDING VOTING SCRE 
All kinds of Boxes made and Strong Rooms F 
Any of our —8 not dof 


Ww in T anh é 
— — every Town, 








FISHER, 188, Strand. 





SOE — Cais, 
Contracts entered 


on Solicitors Accountants 





Od. 


any sing 
ler 


ront 
of i 

Steel 

pring La 
Keys. 


Ipiece, 


ASE,7 


MENTS, 


wide 











